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Sixth cia I District Court - Bannock County 
ROA Report 
Case: CV-2008-0003920-0C Current Judge: David C Nye 
Minor Miracle Productions, LLC vs. Randy Starkey, etal. 
User: DCANO 
Minor Miracle Productions, LLC vs. Randy Starkey, De vid Richards 
Date 
9/25/2008 
'2612008 
1/3/2008 
110/2008 
1/2008 
12008 
'2009 
Code 
LOCT 
NCOC 
COMP 
SMIS 
ATTR 
AFFD 
MOTN 
ORDR 
AFFD 
ANSW 
CNTR 
ATTR 
MOTN 
AFFD 
ORDR 
User 
AMANDA 
AMANDA 
AMANDA 
AMANDA 
AMANDA 
AMYW 
AMYW 
AMYW 
AMYW 
CAMILLE 
MAR LEA 
MARLEA 
CAMILLE 
CAMILLE 
CAMILLE 
CAMILLE 
CAMILLE 
CAMILLE 
CAMILLE 
CR 
New ' Filed-Other Claims 
Judge 
David C Nye 
David C Nye 
Verifie \'omplaint and Demand for Jury Trial; /sl David C Nye 
Gary ()er, atty for Plaintiff 
Summc s issued David C Nye 
Filing: evil Complaint for more than $1,000.00 David C Nye 
Paid by: I 'o.:1er & Larsen Receipt number: 
0036014 L 'k·d: 9/25/2008 Amount: $88.00 
(Check) For. 
Plaintiff: Minor 'II acle Productions, LLC Attorney David C Nye 
Retained Gary . ooper 
Affidavit for Serv: Outside of State; lsI Gary David C Nye 
Cooper, atty for I,;ntiff 
Motion for Servi: l 'utside of State; /5/ Gary David C Nye 
Cooper, atty for 'irtiff 
Order for Service 't~:;tje of State - GRANTED; David C Nye 
/51 J Nye, 9-26-08 
Affidavit of process vr; srvd on Randy 
Starkey on 10-15-08 
Filing: 17 - All Other Cas Paid by: moffatt 
thomas Receipt number. 'C41989 Dated: 
11/10/2008 Amount: $58.1• ') ~Check) For: 
Starkey, Randy (defendant) 
David C Nye 
David C Nye 
Filing: J5 - Special motions, p. t!tions and David C Nye 
pleadings - Third party complal't- this fee is in 
addition to any fee filed as a plailtiff initiating the 
case or as a defgendant appearirig in the case 
Paid by: moffatt thomas Receipt number: 
0041989 Dated: 11/10/2008 Amount $14.00 
(Check) For: Starkey, Randy (defendant) 
Answer, Counterclaim and Third Paty Complaint; David C Nye 
aty Gary Dance for Defs 
Counterclaim David C Nye 
Defendant: Starkey, Randy Attorney Retained David C Nye 
David P Gardner 
Motion for Admission Pro Hac Vice; aty Gary David C Nye 
Dance for Def /Counterclaim 
Affidavit of Gary Dance in Support of Motion for David C Nye 
Admission Pro Hac Vice; aty Gary Dance for 
defs 
Order RE: Admission Pro Hac Vice James Harris; David C Nye 
(Defs Motion for Admission Pro Hac Vice should 
be and hereby is GARANTED: J Nye 12-3-08 
Answer to Counterclaim and Third Party 
Complaint; aty Javier Gabiola for plntf 
David C Nye 
uate: 1 1/~/L01 U 
Time: 03:24 PM 
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Sixth District Court - Bannock County 
ROA Report 
Case: CV-2008-0003920-0C Current Judge: David C Nye 
Minor Miracle Productions, LLC vs. Randy Starkey, etal. 
User: DCANO 
Minor Miracle Productions, LLC vs. Randy Starkey, David Richards 
Date Code User Judge 
3/31/2009 CAMILLE Notice of Service - Plaintiffs counterdefendant David C Nye 
Third Party Defs First set of Interrog and REquest 
for Production of documents to 
Def/counterclaimantiThird Party Plaintiff: aty 
.Javier Gabiola for plntf 
7/17/2009 AFFD AMYW Affidavit of David P. Gardner in Support of Motion David C Nye 
for Leave to Withdraw as Counsel; lsi David 
Gardner, atty for Defendants 
1/612009 MOTN AMYW Motion for Leave to Withdraw as Counsel; lsi David C Nye 
David Gardner, atty for Defendants 
AFFD DCANO Affidavit of James H. Harris III; Gary Dane, David C Nye 
Counsel for Dfdt. 
111/2009 MOTN AMYW Motion to Appear Pro Se; lsi Randy Starkey, pro David C Nye 
se 
MOTN AMYW Motion to Dismiss with Prejudice While David C Nye 
Preserving Counter Claim and Request for Oral 
Argument on the Motion; lsi Randy Starkey, pro 
se 
MOTN AMYW Motion for Sanctions and Request for Oral David C Nye 
Argument on the Motion; lsi Randy Starkey, pro 
set 
13/2009 ORDR AMYW Order on Motion for Leave Withdraw as Counsel; David C Nye 
GRANTED, James Harris, III is relieved as 
counsel of record; lsi J Nye, 8-13-09 
OR DR AMYW Order on Motion for Leave to Withdraw; David C Nye 
GRANTED, Moffatt Thomas is relieved as 
counsel of record; lsi J Nye, 8-13-09 
28/2009 CAMILLE Brief to Accompany Motion to Dismiss; Randy David C Nye 
Starkey pro se 
CAMILLE Notice of hearing; set for 9-14-09 @ 10:00 am: David C Nye 
pro se 
HRSC CAMILLE Hearing Scheduled (Hearing Scheduled David C Nye 
09/14/2009 10:00 AM) 
12009 CAMILLE Motion to Compel; aty Gary Cooper for plntf David C Nye 
CAMILLE Memorandum in support of Plntfs Motion to David C Nye 
Compel; aty Gary Cooper for plntf 
CAMILLE Motion to STrike Objection to Defs Motion to David C Nye 
Dismiss; aty Gary Cooper for plntf 
CAMILLE Affidavit of Javier L Gabiola in support of Motion David C Nye 
to Compel; aty Gary Cooper for plntf 
CAMILLE Affidavit of Javier Gabiola in support of Plntfs David C Nye 
Motion to Strike Objection to Defs Motion to 
Dismiss and Motion to Dismiss and Motion for 
Sanctions; aty Gary Cooper for plntf 
2009 CAMILLE Memorandum in support of Plntfs Motion to Strike David C Nye 
objection to defs motion to dismiss and motion for 
stay on defs motion to dismiss and motion for 
sanctions; aty Gary Cooper for plntf 
Date: 11/9/2010 
Time: 03:24 PM 
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Case: CV-2008-0003920-0C Current Judge: David C Nye 
Minor Miracle Productions, LLC vs. Randy Starkey, eta!. 
User: DCANO 
Minor Miracle Productions, LLC vs. Randy Starkey, David Richards 
Date 
9/3/2009 
9/4/2009 
9/9/2009 
9/10/2009 
1/14/2009 
~/17/2009 
)/18/2009 
1/21/2009 
1/23/2009 
1/25/2009 
Code 
AMCO 
MEMO 
HRSC 
MOTN 
MISC 
APSC 
NOTC 
MISC 
User 
CAMILLE 
CAMILLE 
CAMILLE 
CAMILLE 
CAMILLE 
CAMILLE 
CAMILLE 
CAMILLE 
CAMILLE 
CAMILLE 
CAMILLE 
DCANO 
CAMILLE 
CAMILLE 
CAMILLE 
DCANO 
DCANO 
DCANO 
DCANO 
DCANO 
Judge 
Motion to stay Defs Motion to Dismiss and Motion David C Nye 
for Sanctions; aty Gary Cooper for plntfs 
Notice of hearing; set for motion to 
strike/objection to defs Motion to dismiss, on 
9-14-09 @ 10:00 am: aty Javier Gabiola 
Objection to Motion to Compel; pro se 
Objection to all plntf Motions to Strike; pro se 
David C Nye 
David C Nye 
David C Nye 
Motion to Amend Complaint; aty Javier Gabiola David C Nye 
for plntf 
Amended Complaint Filed and Demand for Jury David C Nye 
Trial; aty Javier Gabiola for plntf 
Memorandum in support of Motion to Amend David C Nye 
Complaint; aty Javier Gabiola for plntf 
Plaintiff/counterdefendants Second Motion to David C Nye 
Strike Objection to Derfs Motion to Dismiss and 
Motion for Sanctions; aty Javier Gabiola for plntf 
Memorandum in Opposition to Defs Motion to David C Nye 
Dismiss and Motion for sanctions and in support 
of Plntfs Motion to strike/objection to Defs Motion 
to Dismiss and Motion for Sanctions; aty Javier 
Gabiola for plntf 
Affidavit of Javier Gabiola in suppport of Plntfs David C Nye 
Reply Memorandum in support of Motion to 
Strike/Objection to Defs Motion to Dismiss; aty 
Javier Gabiola for plntf 
Reply Memorandum in support of Plntfs Motin to David C Nye 
Compel and Motionto Strike; aty Javier Gabiola 
for plntf 
Court Minutes; Court denies Motion to Dismiss David C Nye 
and Motion for Sanctions is denied, Motion to 
Compel will be notice at a later date. 
Notice of hearing; set for 10-26-09 @ 9:30 am: David C Nye 
aty Javier Gabiola for plntf 
Hearing Scheduled (Motion to Compel David C Nye 
10/26/2009 09:30 AM) 
Notice of service - Plntfs Counterdefendant Third David C Nye 
Party Defs First set of Req for Admissions to def 
counterclaimant third party plntf 
Motion for Stay Unpon Appeal; Randy Starkey, David C Nye 
pro se 
Plaintiff's Objection to Defendant's Motion for David C Nye 
Stay Upon Appeal; Gary L. Cooper, Atty for Plntfs. 
Appealed To The Supreme Court 
NOTICE OF APPEAL; Randy Starkey, Pro Se 
Received $101.00 for Filing Fees on 9-25-09, 
check # 1101. Received $100.00 for Clerk's 
Record check # 1102 on 9-25-09. 
David C Nye 
David C Nye 
David C Nye 
Date: 11/9/2010 
Time: 03:24 PM 
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Case: CV-2008-0003920-0C Current Judge: David C Nye 
Minor Miracle Productions, LLC vs.-Randy Starkey, etal. 
User: DCANO 
Minor Miracle Productions, LLC vs. Randy Starkey, David Richards 
Date 
9/25/2009 
9/28/2009 
9/29/2009 
10/1/2009 
10/2/2009 
10/8/2009 
10/9/2009 
10/20/2009 
Code 
MOTN 
MISC 
MEOR 
MOTN 
RESP 
MISC 
User 
DCANO 
DCANO 
DCANO 
DCANO 
DCANO 
DCANO 
CAMILLE 
CAMILLE 
CAMILLE 
CAMILLE 
CAMILLE 
CAMILLE 
CAMILLE 
CAMILLE 
CAMILLE 
CAMILLE 
DCANO 
Judge 
Filing: L4 - Appeal, Civil appeal or cross-appeal to David C Nye 
Supreme Court Paid by: Randall T. Starkey 
Receipt number: 0035874 Dated: 9/28/2009 
Amount: $101.00 (Check) For: Starkey, Randy 
(defendant) 
MOTION FOR PERMISSION TO APPEAL TO David C Nye 
IDAHO SUPREME COURT; Randy Starkey, Pro 
Se. 
CLERK'S CERTIFICATE OF APPEAL; Signed David C Nye 
and Mailed to Counsel on 9-28-09. 
Minute Entry and Order; The court Denied both David C Nye 
Defendant's Motionto Dismiss and Motin for 
Sanctions. Plaintiff will need to contact the court 
clerk to schedule a time for their Motion to 
Compel to be heard. s/J. Nye on 9-29-09. 
Motion for Telephone Hearings; Randy Starkey, David C Nye 
pro se. 
Response to Requests for Admissions; Randy David C Nye 
Starkey, pro se 
Request for Additional Record; aty Javier David C Nye 
Gabiola for plntf 
Non Filing of Discovery; J Nye 10-2-09 David C Nye 
Memorandum to support motin for protective David C Nye 
order in discovery; pro se 
Motion for Protective Order in Discovery; pr se David C Nye 
Notice of hearing; set for 10-26-09 @ 9: 30 am: David C Nye 
pro se 
Plaintiffs Memorandum in opposition to David C Nye 
Defendants Motion for Protective Order in 
Discovery; aty Javier Gabiola for plntf 
Affidavit of David Richards in Opposition to Defs David C Nye 
Motion for Protective Order in Discovery; aty 
Javier Gabiola for plntf 
Plaintiffs Memorandum in Opposition to Defs David C Nye 
Motion for Permissive Appeal; aty Javier Gabiola 
for plntf 
Affidavit of javier Gabiola in support of plntfs 
Opposition to defs Motion for Permission to 
Appeal to the 10 Supreme Court; aty Javier 
GAbiola for plntf 
David C Nye 
Affidavit of David Richards in support of Plntfs David C Nye 
Opposition to Defs Motion for Permission to 
Appeal to the 10 Supreme Court: aty Javier 
GAbiola for plntf 
IDAHO SUPREME COURT; Clerk's Certificate David C Nye 
received in SC on 10-1-09. 
Date: 11/9/2010 
Time: 03:24 PM 
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Case: CV-2008-0003920-0C Current Judge: David C Nye 
Minor Miracle Productions, LLC vs. Randy Starkey, etal. 
User: DCANO 
Minor Miracle Productions, LLC vs. Randy Starkey, David Richards 
Date Code 
10/20/2009 MISC 
MISC 
10/21/2009 
10/22/2009 
10/26/2009 DCHH 
10/29/2009 
10/30/2009 
11/13/2009 
11/17/2009 MISC 
1/1912009 
CERT 
1/25/2009 
2/112009 
User 
DCANO 
DCANO 
CAMILLE 
CAMILLE 
CAMILLE 
AMYW 
CAMILLE 
CAMILLE 
CAMILLE 
DCANO 
CAMILLE 
DCANO 
CAMILLE 
CAMILLE 
CAMILLE 
DCANO 
CAMILLE 
Judge 
IDAHO SUPREME COURT; Clerk's Record and David C Nye 
Reporter's Transcript Suspended for District 
Court Entry of Final Judgment. 
IDAHO SUPREME COURT; Order Suspending David C Nye 
Appeal. It appears that this appeal is premature. It 
is hereby Remanded to District Court and 
proceedings in this appeal shall be Suspended. 
Notice of correction to Clerks Certificate of 
Appeal; aty Javier Gabiola for plntf 
David C Nye 
Affidavit of Skyler Proctor in support of Plntfs David C Nye 
Opposition to Defs Motion for Protective Order; 
aty Javier Gabiola for plntf 
Notice of service - Plntfs counterdefendant third David C Nye 
party defs second set of req for production of 
documents to def counterclaimant third party 
plntf: aty Javier Gabiola for plntf 
Hearing result for Motion to Compel held on David C Nye 
10/26/200909:30 AM: District Court Hearing Hell 
Court Reporter: Stephanie Morse 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: Less than 100 pages. 
Amended Complaint and Demand for Jury Trial; David C Nye 
aty Javier Gabiola for Plntf 
Order RE: Plntfs Motion to Amend Complaint and David C Nye 
Motion to Compel and Defs Motion for Permission 
to Appeal to the ID Supreme Court and Motion for 
Protective Order in Discovery; J Nye 10-30-09 
Request for Scheduling Conference; aty Javier 
Gabiola for plntf 
IDAHO SUPREME COURT; Memorandum in 
Opposition to Defendant's Motion for Permission 
to Appeal to the Idaho Supreme Court; Affidavit 
of Javier L. Gabiola in Support (Filed Under Seal). 
Motion to Amend Answer; pro se 
Certificate of Service Amended Answer with 
Counterclaim; Randy Starkey, pro se 
Corrected Amended Answer to Amended 
Complaint with counterclaim; pro se 
Notice of service - Plntfs Responses to Defs 
Interrog; aty Javier Gabiola for plntf 
Certificate of sevice discovery items; pro se 
Motion for Corrected Amended Answer to 
Amended Complaint with Courterclaim; Randy 
Starkey, pro se. 
Plaintiff 1 Counterdefendant Minor Miracle 
Productions, LLC and Third Party Defendant 
David Richards Answer to Counterclaim and 
Complaint; aty Javier Gabiola 
David C Nye 
David C Nye 
David C Nye 
David C Nye 
David C Nye 
David C Nye 
David C Nye 
David C Nye 
David C Nye 
Date: 11/9/2010 
Time: 03:24 PM 
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Case: CV-2008-0003920-0C Current Judge: David C Nye 
Minor Miracle Productions, LLC vs. Randy Starkey, eta!. 
User: DCANO 
Minor Miracle Productions, LLC vs. Randy Starkey, David Richards 
Date 
12/3/2009 
12/14/2009 
12/22/2009 
214/2010 
116/2010 
122/2010 
Code 
MOTN 
MEMO 
MOTN 
MEMO 
CERT 
HRSC 
DCHH 
User 
CAMILLE 
BRANDY 
BRANDY 
BRANDY 
BRANDY 
BRANDY 
CAMILLE 
CAMILLE 
CAMILLE 
CAMILLE 
CAMILLE 
CAMILLE 
CAMILLE 
AMYW 
CAMILLE 
AMYW 
Judge 
Protective Order; J Nye 12-3-09 David C Nye 
Motion to unseal affidavits; dfdt Randy Starkey David C Nye 
prose 
Memorandum To Support Motion to Unseal David C Nye 
Affidavits; dfdt prose 
Motion for Change of Venue; dfdt Randy Starkey David C Nye 
prose 
Memorandum to Support Motion for Change of David C Nye 
Venue; dfdt prose 
Certificate Of Service; Motions to unseal affidavits David C Nye 
and to change venue with memoranda; prose 
Memorandum in Opposition to Motion to Unseal David C Nye 
Affidavits; aty Javier Gabiola for plntf 
Memorandum in Opposition to Starkeys Motion David C Nye 
for change of Venue; aty Javier Gabiola for 
plntf 
Affidavit of Javier Gabiola in Support of David C Nye 
Memorandum in Oppisition to Starkeys Motion for 
Change of Venue; aty Javier Gabiola for plntf 
Note of Issue and request for Trial Setting; aty David C Nye 
Javier Gabiola 
Affidavit of Javier Gabiola in support of Plntf David C Nye 
counterdefendants second Motion to Compel and 
Motion for Sanctions; aty Javier Gabiola for plntf 
PlaintifflCounterdefendants Second Motin to David C Nye 
Compel and Motion for Sanctions; aty Javier 
Gabiola for plntf 
Notice of hearing; set for Motion to Compel on David C Nye 
2-22-2010 @ 10:330 am: aty Javier gabiola for 
plntf 
Hearing Scheduled (Motion to Compel 
02/22/2010 10:30 AM) 
David C Nye 
Affidavit of Sonia Chavez; pro se David C Nye 
Hearing result for Motion to Compel held on David C Nye 
02/22/201010:30 AM: District Court Hearing Hel< 
Court Reporter: Stephanie Morse 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: Less than 100 pages. 
Date: 11/9/2010 
Time: 03:24 PM 
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Case: CV-2008-0003920-0C Current Judge: David C Nye 
Minor Miracle Productions, LLC vs. Randy Starkey, eta!. 
User: DCANO 
Minor Miracle Productions, LLC vs. Randy Starkey, David Richards 
Date Code User 
2/25/2010 OR DR AMYW 
3/8/2010 CAMILLE 
CAMILLE 
CAMILLE 
CAMILLE 
CAMILLE 
NORT CAMILLE 
3/15/2010 HRSC AMYW 
HRSC AMYW 
OR DR AMYW 
118/2010 CAMILLE 
18/2010 CAMILLE 
114/2010 CAMILLE 
Judge 
Order Granting PlaintifflCounterdefendant's David C Nye 
Second Motion to Compel and Motion for 
Sanctions; atty Javier Gabiola appeared for hrg 
on Mtn to Compel, def Randy Starkey did not 
appear and crt called def who did not answer, 
pltffs motion to compel is granted, request for 
sanctions is granted, court awards expenses in 
the form of atty fees and costs that plaintiff 
incurred in filing second motion to compel and 
motion for sanctions, pltff has 14 days to submit 
an affidavit reflecting attorneys fees and costs 
incurred for motion, unavailable trial dates will 
need to be submitted within 2 weeks of this order; 
lsI J Nye, 2-25-10 
Affidavit of Javier Gabiola Re: Order granting David C Nye 
Plntf/counterdefs Second Motin to Compel and 
Motion for Sanctions; aty 
Certificate of service Affidavit of Sonia Chavez; David C Nye 
pro se Randy Starkey pro se 
Certificate of Service Affidavits of: Randy Starkey David C Nye 
and Kenneth Belleville; Randy Starkey pro se 
Affidavit of Kenneth Belleville; Randy Starkey David C Nye 
pro se 
Affidavit of Randy Starkey Regarding: Witness David C Nye 
Tampering, Obstruction of Justice, Malicious Libel 
During State and Federal Lawsuits, Obstruction 
of Discovery; Randy Starkey pro se 
Note Of Issuelrequest For Trial; aty Javier David C Nye 
Gabiola for plntf 
Hearing Scheduled (Jury Trial 03/22/2011 09:00 David C Nye 
AM) 
Hearing Scheduled (Pretrial Conference David C Nye 
03/07/2011 11 :00 AM) 
Order Setting Pre-Trial and Order Setting Jury David C Nye 
Trial; matter is set for trial on 3/22111 at 9:00 am, 
PT set for 3/7111 at 11 :00 am, discovery cut off is 
2/20/11, pltffs disclosures are due 11/22/10, defs 
disclosures due 12/22/10, rebuttal disclosures 
due 1121111, mtn cut off is 2/20/11, deadline to 
add parties or amend pldgs is 12/22/10, SJ Mtns 
filed by 1/21/11, trial briefs and jury instructions 
due at PT conference; lsi J Nye, 3-15-10 
Notice of Deposition; set for 4-5-2010 @ 9am on David C Nye 
Randy Starkey; aty Javier Gabiola for plntf 
Order awarding costs and fees and Discovery David C Nye 
Sanctions; sl Judge Nye 4-8-2010 
Motion for Sanctions and Award of Attorney Fees David C Nye 
and Costs; aty Javier Gabiola for 
plntf/counterdefendant & Third Party Def 
Date: 11/9/2010 
Time: 03 :24 PM 
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Case: CV-2008-0003920-0C Current Judge: David C Nye 
Minor Miracle Productions, LLC vs. Randy Starkey, etal. 
User: DCANO 
Minor Miracle Productions, LLC vs. Randy Starkey, David Richards 
Date Code 
4/14/2010 
4/22/2010 
HRSC 
5/21/2010 
5/25/2010 
7/612010 
rl7/2010 HRSC 
'/20/2010 
'122/2010 
1212010 DPWO 
CSTS 
113/2010 
User 
CAMILLE 
CAMILLE 
CAMILLE 
CAMILLE 
CAMILLE 
CAMILLE 
CAMILLE 
CAMILLE 
CAMILLE 
CAMILLE 
CAMILLE 
CAMILLE 
CAMILLE 
CAMILLE 
CAMILLE 
CAMILLE 
Judge 
Memorandum in support of Motion for Sanction David C Nye 
and Award of Attorney fees and costs; aty 
Javier Gabiola for plntf/counterdef & third party 
def 
Affidavit of Javier Gabiola in support of Motion for David C Nye 
sanctions and award of attorney fees and costs; 
aty Javier Gabiola for plntf/counterdef & third 
party def 
Notice of hearing; set for 5-17-2010 @ 9:30am: David C Nye 
aty Javier Gabiola for plntf 
Hearing Scheduled (Motion 05/17/201009:30 David C Nye 
AM) 
Order Granting Plaintlcounterdefendants second David C Nye 
motion for sanctions and award of Atty fees and 
costs; sl Judge Nye 5-21-2010 
Affidavit of Javier Gabiola RE: Order Granting David C Nye 
Plnttlcounterdefendant second Motion for 
Sanctions and award of attorney fees and costs; 
aty Javier Gabiola for plntt 
Motion for Judment on the Pleadings: David C Nye 
aty Javier Gabiola for plntf/counterdefendant & 
Third Party Def. 
Memorandum in support of Plntfs David C Nye 
counterdefendants Motion for Judgment on the 
Pleadings; aty Javier Gabiola for 
plnttlcounterdefendant & Third Party Defendant 
Notice of hearing; set for 7-26-2010 @ 11:30 David C Nye 
am: (Motion for Judgment) 
Hearing Scheduled (Motion 07/26/2010 11 :30 David C Nye 
AM) 
Objectjion to Motion for Judgment on the 
Pleadings; pro se Randy Starkey 
certificate of service Objection to Motion for 
Judgment on the Pleadings: pro se 
Reply Memorandum in support of Plntfs 
Counterdefes Motion for Judgment on the 
pleadings; aty Javier Gabiola for plntf 
Judgment on the Pleadings; Minor Miracle 
Productions and David Richards shall have 21 
days from entry of this judgment to submit an 
Affidavit of costs and Attoys fees for the courts 
review; sl Judge Nye 8-2-2010 
Case Status Changed: closed 
Plaintiff counterdefendant & Third Party Defs 
Memorandum of Costs and Attorney Fees; aty 
Javier Gabiola for plntt 
David C Nye 
David C Nye 
David C Nye 
David C Nye 
David C Nye 
David C Nye 
Date: 11/9/2010 
Time: 03:24 PM 
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Minor Miracle Productions, LLC vs. Randy Starkey, etal. 
User: DCANO 
Minor Miracle Productions, LLC vs. Randy Starkey, David Richards 
Date Code User Judge 
8/13/2010 CAMILLE Affidavit of Javier Gabiola in support of Plntfs David C Nye 
counterdefendants and Third Party Defs 
Memorandum of Costs and Attorney Fees: aty 
Javier Gabiola for plntf 
8/27/2010 MISC DCANO AMENDED NOTICE OF APPEAL FORM David C Nye 
JUDGMENT ON THE PLEADINGS; Randy 
Starkey, pro se 
MISC DCANO CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE NOTICE OF David C Nye 
APPEAL FROM JUDGMENT ON THE 
PLEADINGS. 
8/31/2010 MISC DCANO AMENDED CLERK'S CERTIFICATE OF David C Nye 
APPEAL; Signed and Mailed to SC and Counsel 
on 8-31-2010. 
MOTN DCANO Motion for an Order Awarding Attorneys' Fees David C Nye 
and Costs; Javier L. Gabiola, Attorney for Plntfs. 
AFFD DCANO Affidavit of Javier L. Gabiola in Support of Motion David C Nye 
for Order Wawarding Attorneys' Fees and Costs. 
9/3/2010 MISC DCANO IDAHO SUPREME COURT; Notice of Appeal David C Nye 
received on 9-1-10. Docket # 36996-2009. The 
Clerk's Record must be filed in SC on 11-4-10. ( 
9/8/2010 MISC DCANO Amended Request for Additional Transcript and David C Nye 
Record for Supreme Court Appeal.; Javier L. 
Gabiola, Atty for 
Plntfs/CounterdefendanURespondent. (Mailed 
copy to SC on 9-9-10) 
10/7/2010 MISC DCANO CLERK'S RECORD AND TRANSCRIPT DUE David C Nye 
DATE RESET: 12-8-10. (11-3-105 weeks prior) 
10/15/2010 NOTC DCANO Notice of Lodging received from Stephanie Morse David C Nye 
on 10-15-10. 
MISC DCANO REPORTER'S TRANSCRIPT Received in Court David C Nye 
Records for the following Hearings: Motion to 
Dismiss held 9-14-09, Motion for permission to 
Appeal held 10-26-09, (includes Motn. to Amend 
Complaint and Motion to Compel) Motion to 
Compel held 2-22-10, Motion for Sanctions held 
5-17-10 and Motion for Judgment on the 
Pleadings held 7-26-10. 
1/9/2010 MISC DCANO CLERK'S RECORD received in Court Records on David C Nye 
11-9-10. 
MINOR MIRACLE PRODUCTIONS, LLC, 
Plaintiff-Counterdefendant -Respondent, 
v. 
RANDY STARKEY, 
and 
Defendant-Counterclaimant-Third Party 
Plaintiff-Appellant, 
DA VID 1. RICHARDS, 
Third Party Respondent. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) ORDER SUSPENDING APPEAL 
) 
) Supreme Court Docket No. 36996-2009 
) Bannock County Docket No. 2008-3920 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
It appears that a Judgment set forth on a separate document has yet to be entered as 
provided by I.R.C.P. 58(a) and this appeal is premature. As provided by LA.R. 17(e)(2), this appeal 
shall be suspended until entry of judgment. Therefore, good cause appearing, 
IT HEREBY IS ORDERED that the matter of entry of a judgment as required by 
I.R.C.P. 58(a) be, and hereby is, REMANDED to the District Court and proceedings in this appeal 
shall be SUSPENDED to allow for the entry of a judgment, at which time this appeal shall proceed. 
1'"'"'-
DATED this (q ~day of October 2009. 
cc: Counsel of Record 
District Court Clerk 
District Court Reporter 
District Court Judge 
For the Supreme Court 
ORDER SUSPENDING APPEAL - Docket No. 36996-2009 
Gary L. Cooper ISB # 1814 
Javier L. Gabiola ISB #5448 
COOPER & LARSEN, CHARTERED 
151 North Third Avenue, Suite 210 
P.O. Box 4229 
Pocatello, ID 83205-4229 
Phone: (208) 235-1145 
Fax: (208) 235-1182 
Counsel for Plaintiff 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SIXTH mDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BANNOCK 
MINOR MIRACLE PRODUCTIONS, ) 
LLC, an Idaho Limited Liability Company, ) 
) 
Plaintiff/Counterdefendant, ) 
) 
vs. ) 
) 
RANDY STARKEY, ) 
) 
DefendantiCountercIaimant. ) 
---------------------------- ) 
RANDY STARKEY, ) 
) 
Third Party Plaintiff, ) 
) 
vs. ) 
) 
DAVID 1. RICHARDS, ) 
) 
Third Party Defendant. ) 
Case No. CV -2008-3920-0C 
PLAINTIFF'S MEMORANDUM IN 
OPPOSITION TO DEFENDANT'S 
MOTION FOR PROTECTIVE ORDER 
IN DISCOVERY 
COMES NOW Plaintiff, by and through the undersigned counsel, and submits this 
Memorandum in Opposition to Defendant Randy Starkey's (Starkey) Motion for Protective Order 
in Discovery. 
MEMORANDUM IN OPPOSITION TO DEFENDANT'S MOTION FOR PROTECTIVE ORDER IN 
DISCOVERY 
201 
l ...• ~ 
ARGUMENT 
Starkey has not supplied good cause in order to seek a protective order regarding the 
production of his tax returns. IRCP 26(c) requires good cause be established, and Starkey has put 
forth no facts in the record precluding the production of his tax returns. 
In his discovery responses, Starkey never submitted any objection to producing his tax 
returns, and agreed to produce those records. IRCP 34 requires the responding party to submit 
objections to the requests within thirty days from the service of the requests. Starkey did not do that 
and waived any objection to producing his tax returns. 
Additionally, Starkey argues, in speculative, non-sequitur fashion, that because his tax 
returns were lost, he is entitled to a protective order. There is no evidence whatsoever as to how his 
tax returns were lost, and, more importantly, how that is even relevant to the production of his tax 
returns in this case. David Richards had nothing to do with why or how Starkey's tax returns were 
lost. See Affidavit of David L. Richards in Support of Plaintiff's Opposition to Defendant's Motion 
for Protective Order in Discovery. He never contacted his cousin at the IRS to examine Starkey's 
tax returns. Simply because Starkey's tax returns may have been lost does not merit the entry of a 
protective order, nor the preclusion ofMMP from obtaining those relevant documents in discovery. 
Further, there is no dispute that the tax returns are relevant. Starkey used MMP's expenses 
for production of the movie for his personal tax returns. See Richards Affidavit. David Richards 
was concerned about this, as he has been waiting to receive receipts of MMP's expenses from 
Starkey, so he could file tax returns for MMP. Id Under the liberal discovery standards of IRCP 
26(b), Starkey's tax returns are relevant, as Starkey may have inappropriately used MMP' s expenses 
for his own personal tax return, precluding MMP from being able to file its tax returns, as well as 
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claiming that the expense incurred by David Richards for the production of the movie are not the 
amount he claims. 
Finally, there is no evidence that MMP or Richards will inappropriately use Starkey's tax 
returns. Again, Richards was not responsible for Starkey's lost tax returns, and Starkey has not put 
forth an iota of evidence to support his speculative, irrelevant motion. 
CONCLUSION 
~~ 
Based on the foregoing, Plaintiff respectfully requests that the Court deny Defendant's 
Motion for Protective Order in Discovery. 
DATED this Ji day of October, 2009. 
COOPER & LARSEN, CHARTERED 
3 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certifY that on the f( day of October, 2009, I served a true and correct copy of the 
foregoing to: 
Randy Starkey 
1014 Street Road 
Kingston Springs, TN 37082 
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[ ] 
lX-[ ] 
[ ] 
U.S. mail 
Express mail 
Hand delivery 
Fax: 
4 
Gary L. Cooper ISB # 1814 
Javier L. Gabiola ISB #5448 
COOPER & LARSEN, CHARTERED 
15 I North Third Avenue, Suite 210 
P.O. Box 4229 
Pocatello, ID 83205-4229 
Phone: (208) 235-1145 
Fax: (208) 235-1182 
Counsel for Plaintiff 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SIXTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BANNOCK 
MINOR MIRACLE PRODUCTIONS, ) 
LLC, an Idaho Limited Liability Company, ) 
) 
Plaintiff/Counterdefendant, ) 
) 
vs. ) 
) 
RANDY STARKEY, ) 
) 
DefendantiCounterclaimant. ) 
----------------------------) 
RANDY STARKEY, ) 
) 
Third Party Plaintiff, ) 
) 
vs. ) 
) 
DA VID L. RICHARDS, ) 
) 
Third Party Defendant. ) 
STATE OF IDAHO ) 
: ss. 
County of _Bannock.J 
Case No. CV -2008-3920-0C 
AFFIDAVIT OF DAVID L. RICHARDS 
IN SUPPORT OF PLAINTIFF'S 
OPPOSITION TO DEFENDANT'S 
MOTION FOR PERMISSION TO 
APPEAL TO THE 
IDAHO SUPREME COURT 
DA VID L. RICHARDS, being first duly sworn upon oath, deposes and states as follows: 
1. I am a member of Plaint iffl Counter defendant Minor Miracle Productions, LLC and 
a named party in the above-captioned matter. I make this affidavit upon my own personal 
knowledge and information. 
AFFIDAVIT OF DAVID L. RICHARDS IN SUPPORT OF PLAINTIFF'S OPPOSITION TO DEFENDANT'S MOTION FOR 
PERMISSION TO ApPEAL TO THE IDAHO SUPREME COllRT - 1 
?Vlr=j 
2. Attached hereto as Exhibit A is a true and correct copy of an e-mail Randy Starkey 
sent me on March 12, 2006, wherein he refers to The Hayfield movie as "our movie," as well as 
referring to thehayfieldmovie.com web site as "our movie web site we are designing." 
3. Attached hereto as Exhibit B is a true and correct copy of an e-mail Randy Starkey 
sent me on March 10, 2006, in which he indicates he registered thehayfieldmovie.com web site "for 
our movie web site." 
4. Attached hereto as Exhibit C is a true and correct copy of an e-mail Randy Starkey 
sent me on November 6, 2006, in which he again refers to "our movie website," 
thehayfieldmovie.com. 
5. Attached hereto as Exhibit D is a true and correc;t copy of an e-mail Randy Starkey 
sent me on September 2,2006, in which he refers to The Hayfield movie as "our project." 
6. Attached hereto as Exhibit E is a true and correct copy of an e-mail Randy Starkey 
sent me on October 20, 2006, in which he refers to The Hayfield movie as "our action Western 
movie" and also references "our soon-to-be-accessible website thehayfieldmovie.com." Mr. Starkey 
further refers to a "two-minute trailer of our action Western movie." 
7. Attached hereto as Exhibit F is a true and correct copy of an e-mail Skyler Proctor 
sent me on November 8, 2006, in which he states Randy Starkey was going to get labels for 100 
DVD's of the trailer for the movie, which stated "2006 © Minor Miracle Productions, LLC." 
8. Attached hereto as Exhibit G is a true and correct copy of an e-mail Harold Carey sent 
me on September 20, 2006, reflecting the web site thehayfieldmovie.com and listing the registrant 
as Minor Miracle Productions with Randy Starkey's address. 
AFFIDAVIT OF DAVID L. RICHARDS IN SUPPORT OF PLAINTIFF'S OPPOSITION TO DEFENDANT'S MOTION FOR 
PERMISSION TO ApPEAL TO THE IDAHO SUPREME COURT - 2 
9. Attached hereto as Exhibit H is a true and correct copy of a photograph that was 
posted to Minor Miracle Productions' web site thehayfieldmovie.com. In the top right-hand comer, 
it indicates copyright 2006 Minor Miracle, even though a portion of the marking was inadvertently 
cut off. 
DATED this 1bday of October, 2009. 
~~ 
DA VID L. RICHARDS 
SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN TO before me this /~ day of October, 2009. 
N ~RY PUW--IC FOR I~~~? 
Riding at: 'Iuc$ l~ 
My Commission Expires: ;-- t.( -,<" 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certifY that on the I~ day of October, 2009, I served a true and correct copy of the 
foregoing to: 
Randy Starkey 
1014 Street Road 
Kingston Springs, TN 37082 
[] U.S. mail 
rvI Y"----J Express mail 
[] Hand delivery 
[] Fax: 
AFFIDAVIT OF DAVID L. RICHARDS IN SUPPORT OF PLAINTIFF'S OPPOSITION TO DEFENDANT'S MOTION FOR 
PERMISSION TO ApPEAL TO THE IDAHO SUPREME COURT - 4 
?lilR 
Dave Richards 
From: "Randy Starkey" <rsjs619@comcast.net> 
To: "Amy Starkey Bible" <pab1018@bellsouth.net>; "Steve Blyzes" <blyzeS@yahoo.com>; "Starla 
Higdon" <starla@gocougs.wsu.edu>; "Shannon Lillie" <shannonlillie77@msn.com>; "Scott Pearl" 
<sjphorse2003@yahoo.com>; "Scott Brantley" <brantley5@hotmail.com>; "Lorenzo Roman 
Nose" <nativearts50@hotmaiLcom>; "Nate Bison" <daddytatanka@hotmaiLcom>; "Matt 
Sorensen" <engrmatt@spiricon.com>; "Marilyn Solari" <Iynden@goldrush.com>; "Jared Ashby" 
<jlashby.ut@netzero.net>; "Jackie Montgomery" <jackie@montgomery.myrf.net>; "Harry 
Sherman" <rockingranch@msn.com>; "Dave Richards" <dhta@atcnet.net>; "Danny Kienlen" 
<danny_kienlen@hotmaiLcom>; "Aaron Villano" <villaaro@hotmaiLcom>; "Aaron Griffiths" 
<aarongriffiths@msn.com> 
Sent: Sunday, March 12, 2006 1 :05 AM 
Subject: Design of The Hayfield Movie Web Site 
Hey gang, 
Here is a reply to our Skyler Proctor (Chief Production Assistant and Computer Whiz) on the subject of our movie! 
web site we are designing. I have registered the domain name thehayfieldmovie.com to use as our official web I 
site. 
-Randy 
--- Original Message ----
From: Randy Starkey 
To: Skyler Proctor 
Sent: Sunday, March 12, 2006 12:58 AM 
Subject: Thanks for the Update on the Computer 
Skyler, 
Thanks for the update on the computer. 
Yes, I'll give you an outline of some ideas for the web site. 
We have Ashley Wakely drawing us a logo for our movie which we could use on our home page. It is supposed 
to be a Henry Rifle crisscrossing a Lakota bow and arrow. 
We can have links to our pages on the site identified with titles such as "True Story," "Press," "Photos," 
"Music," "Trailers," 
"Cast," "Native American Languages in The Hayfield," ''The Screenplay," and 
"State-of-the-Art" Digital Technology." 
True Story behind the movie. This could be a summary narrative I'll write to explain the true historical story upon 
which this movie is based. 
Press can indude excerpts from articles about the project, including the one just published Friday, March 10th in 
the Capitol Press. 
Photos ean include stills of the ranch location and of the fort, of which I already have many. We can add in new 
stills of the cast on set, dressed in costume. 
Music can be partial songs from our soundtrack which we already have on CD. 
Trailers can start out as "making of' video clips and actual production footage can be added later. 
EXHIBIT 
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Cast can be a summary of the 
principal cast members. 
the actors' names who portray backgrounds of those 
Native American Languages in The Hayfield can include some lakota and Crow dialogue lines from the script 
and the translators who provide the translated words. We can include brief audio clips of words of the translations 
by the translators themselves with credit given them. I already have those on CD. 
Screenplay can be a page with the complete screenplay available to read in PDF format. 
State-of-the-Art Digital Technology can be photos of a Panasonic AG-HVX-200 camera and a deSCription of its 
features and of the P-2 workflow process into your computer for storage and later editing. We can talk about 
using the camera's own audio for our production sound and the use of natural lighting as much as possible. 
The above are some ideas for pages for the web site. 
Thanks! 
Randy 
9/30/2009 
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Dave Richards 
From: 
To: 
Sent: 
Subject: 
"Randy Starkey" <rsjs619@comcast.net> 
"Dave Richards" <dhta@atcnet.net>; "Aaron Villano" <villaaro@hotmail.com>; "Bill Leftwich" 
<wleftwich@comcast.net>; "Danny Kienlen" <danny_kienlen@hotrnail.com>; "Harry Pearson" 
<mrnobody2@msn.com>; "Harry Sherman" <rockingranch@rnsn.com>; "Jackie Montgomery" 
<jackie@montgomery.myrf.net>; "Jared Ashby" <jlashby.ut@netzero.net>; "Marilyn Solari" 
<Iynden@goldrush.com>; "Matt Sorensen" <engrmatt@spiricon.com>; "Mike Vroman" 
<mwvroman@hotmail.com>; "Nate Bison" <daddytatanka@hotmail.com>; "Nathan Buckland" 
<bucklandbows@yahoo.com>; "Scott Pearl" <sjphorse2003@yahoo.com>; "Shannon Lillie" 
<shannonlillie77@msn.com>; "Starla Higdon" <starla@gocougs.wsu.edu>; "Stephanie Harlan" 
<dwharlan@peoplepc.com>; "Steve Blyzes" <blyzes@yahoo.com>; "Van Zabava" 
<vzabava@satx.rr.com> 
Friday, March 10, 20067:46 PM 
Domain Name for The Hayfield Movie 
---- Original Message ----
From:&:!J1J:1Y Starkey 
To: Skyler Proctor 
Sent: Friday, March 10,20067:42 PM 
Subject: Domain Name for the Movie 
Skyler, 
I just registered thehayfieldmovie.com for two years as a domain name for our movie web site. 
We ought to think about preparing to build a web site as a way to keep interested people up-to-date on our pre-
production and production and the movie's release .. etc. 
We might even want to include short "making of' video trailers as teasers as we go. 
I just thought I'd let you know. 
Thanks, 
Randy 
• 
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Dave Richards 
From: 
To: 
Sent: 
Subject: 
"Randy Starkey" <rsjs619@comcast.net> 
"Dave Richards" <dhta@atcnet.net>; "Aaron Villano" <villaaro@hotmail.com>; "Bart and Peggy 
Ashby" <peggysue@pcu.net>; "Bradley McCann" <bradley.mccann@atk.com>; "Harry Sherman" 
<rockingranch@msn.com>; "Jackie Montgomery" <jackie@montgomery.myrf.net>; "James Gee" 
<JKGee96@yahoo.com>; "Jared Ashby" <jlashby.ut@netzero.net>; "John Albert" 
<JAlbert89108@yahoo.com>; "JOSEPH N MOTr' <jnemott@msn.com>; "Keith Harris" 
<hhorseshoe@bel/south.net>; "Mike "Hobo" Managan" <mrducks77@hotmail.com>; "Mike 
Wheeler" <rusticwheeler@bellsouth.net>; "Oli Riehl" <olitourS@hotrnail.com>; "Robert Sewell" 
<sewellki@aol.com>; "Scott Brantley" <brantley5@hotmail.com>; "Scott Pearl" 
<sjphorse2003@Yahoo.com>; "Shannon Lillie" <shannonlillie77@msn.com>; ''Van Zabava" 
<vzabava@satx.IT.com> 
Monday, November 06,20061:26 AM 
Fw: Cast Contacts 
For the information of the cast and crew of The Hayfield, 
We have the capability to link to your personal website, if you have one, from our movie website as we have done 
for Shawn Michael Perry (Grey Wolf) of the cast. 
We can also create an e-mail link to cast or crew using a special address 
(example: johnalbert@thehayfieldmovie.com) 
E-mail sent to you at the movie website would be automatically forwarded to your personal e-mail but the sender 
would not have direct access to your personal e-mail address. 
We could also link your name on the cast or crew list directly to your personal e-mail address but I would NOT 
recommend that because your personal e-mail address would then be known to any sender. 
If you'd like to activate a link, just contact Skyler using his link shown below and let him know what you want. 
-Randy 
---- Original Message ----
From: David Poag 
To: Randy Starkey 
Sent: Sunday, November OS, 2006 6:02 PM 
Subject: Cast Contacts 
Randy 
If you want to send a mass email out to the cast, we can link any website or email address of their choice 
to their names on the cast and crew page, like we have done for Shawn. 
If they could all send that information to skyler@thehayfieldmovie.com we will go ahead and make 
those links active. 
Thanks 
David 
212 
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Dave Richards 
From: 
To: 
Sent: 
Subject: 
Dave, 
"Randy Starkey" <rsjs619@comcast.net> 
"Dave Richards" <dhta@atcnet.net> 
Saturday. September 02. 2006 1 :39 PM 
Producers Rep Contact for Our Movie 
I got this e-mail from another guy interested in representing us for distribution of the movie. 
Apparently our registering with Film Finders is finally starting to bring us interest in our project. 
-Randy 
--- Original Message ----
From: Glen Reynolds 
To: rsjs619@comcast.net 
Sent: Friday. September 01,20063:17 AM 
Subject: Hayfield. The 
Hey Randy 
I provide producer representation services - negotiating and securing US and international distribution 
deals for independent films and guiding filmmakers with festival, marketing and sales strategies. Please 
see my website for more information: www.circusroadfilms.com. 
If you need a producer representative for The Hayfield, please let me know. 
Best regards, 
Glen Reynolds 
cell: 310-386-5196 
www.circusroadfilms.com 
My latest news -
I sold Night ofthe Living Dead 3D to Lion's Gate. The film will come out on 300 screens in 
November. 
I sold two films to Mar Vista Entertainment - The Godfather of Green Bay with Lauren Holly and 
Tony Goldwyn and Special Ed with Greg Germann. 
I executive produced Conversations with Other Women with Aaron Eckhart and Helena Bonham 
Carter, which opened on August 11 and will spread to 20 markets over the next month. It also had a 
great theatrical run in France. 
EXHIBIT 
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Dave Richards 
From: 
To: 
Sent: 
Subject: 
Hey gang, 
"Randy Starkey" <rsjs619@comcast.net> 
'Van Zabava" <vzabava@satx.rr.com>; "Tom Young" <youngta@sisna.com>; "Tom Constance" 
<tconstance@explorerbiblestudy.org>; "Susanne Bernard" <childvoice@netzero.com>; "Susan 
Belleville" <sbellevi@tahoma.wednet.edu>; "Steven and Teresa Holcomb" 
<teresarnd@bellsouth.net>; "Steve O'Brien" <steve@steveobrienmusic.com>; "Stephanie Harlan" 
<dwharlan@peoplepc.com>; "Starla Higdon" <starla@gocougs.wsu.edu>; "Sonia Chavez" 
<son0410@aoLcom>; "Shawn Perry" <shawnperry@usa.net>; "Shannon Lillie" 
<shannonlillie77@msn.com>; "Scott Pearr' <sjphorse2003@yahoo.com>; "Sandi Buchner" 
<San4433@aoLcom>; "Rozina George" <rozinag@onewest.net>; "Ronny Tidwell" 
<ronnytidwell@comcast.net>; "Roger Wesf' <midwayrf4@be/lsouth.net>; "Robert Sewell" 
<sewellki@aoLcom>; "Rick Bishop" <ratboy242@yahoo.com>; "Priscilla Wright" 
<pwright1946@scattercreek.com>; "Reed Sorenson" <mantella@comcast.net>; "Patrick 
Mahoney" <patrickomahoney@acninc.net>; "Oli Riehl" <olitours@hotmail.com>; "Mike Wheeler" 
<rusticwheeler@bellsouth.net>; "Mike Vroman" <mwvroman@hotmail.com>; "Mike "Hobo" 
Managan" <mrducks77@hotmail.com>; "Matt Sorensen" <engrrnatt@spiricon.com>; "Mary 
Howard" <skhmary1 @aol.com>; "Mary and Ron Montar' <Mrcmontal@aol.com>; "Marilyn Solari" 
<Iynden@goldrush.com>; "Maggie Schaeffer" <schaefferrnaggie@yahoo.com>; "Lorrie Keisha 
Bradshaw" <lorrie13_mkupartist@yahoo.com>; "Loraine Roberts" <lorrainer8@comcast.net>; 
"Keith Harris" <hhorseshoe@bellsouth.net>; "Keith and Ruth Belleville" 
<krbelleville@netzero.com>; "John Albert" <JAlbert89108@yanoo.com>; "Jim Starkey" 
<jstarkey99@yahoo.com>; "Jim Clark" <clarkbowman@aol.com>; "Jared Ashby" 
<jlashby.ut@netzero.net>; "James Gee" <JKGee96@yahoo.com>; "Jackie Montgomery" 
<jackie@montgomery.myrf.net>; "Heidi Goddard" <heidigoddard@aol.com>; "Harry Sherman" 
<rockingranch@msn.com>; "Harry Pearson" <mmobody2@msn.com>; "Fred Yokubaitis" 
<fredy@ev1.net>; "Eric and Carolyn Wilson" <wilsonwriter@hotmail.com>; "Elwood Hunf' 
<EHRH@aoLcom>; "Dwane Crews" <dwanecrews@comcast.net>; "Devlin Lara" 
<eurowest74@aoLcom>; "David Gaines" <gainda@be/lsouth.net>; "Dave Richards" 
<dhta@atcnet.net>; "Danny Steagall" <danny@steagalloil.com>; "Dan and Sue Belleville" 
<Dansue7S@msn.com>; "Carol Hashe Rainone" <carol.rain@hotmail.com>; "Bonnie Bailey" 
<bonniecb@hotmaiLcom>; "Bart and Peggy Ashby" <peggysue@pcu.net>; "Amy Starkey Bible" 
<pab1 018@bellsouth.net>; "Aaron Villano" <villaaro@hotmaiLcom> 
Friday, October 20,2006 8:02 AM 
Two Minute Trailer of "The Hayfield" 
I just spoke to David Poag on the phone this (Friday) moming. 
He completed editing a two-minute trailer of our action Western movie, "The Hayfield," late last night. It is based 
upon a concept outline and timeline I gave him a couple of weeks ago and will include some music and narration. 
David is going to give me a DVD of the trailer on Monday. He is busy helping Andy Kugler shoot a short movie 
today, Sat. and Sunday. 
This trailer will be too large a data file to e-mail so we will probably duplicate a few DVD's and mail them to 
begin publicity and marketing efforts. 
I am sorry to say we simply cannot afford to make and mail everyone a DVD of the two-minute trailer, at the 
moment. 
We hope to put the trailer on our soon-to-be-accessible website thehayfieldmovie.com in the very near future 
so that all may go to the site and view it. 
We are only a couple of scenes away from completing principal photography of the movie. We are.try~i.nilg.t0Il!!!!!I!!!I!![II_"" 
scrape together the money needed to finish the final couple of scenes. • EXI:f,SIT 
I 
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While this movie has been a labor of love by an awful lot of people, it has still cost a lot of money to shoot. 
Independent feature movies like ours simply don't have the lUxury of big Hollywood budgets. 
We'll keep you all posted on things as they develop. 
Thanks for your continuing enthusiasm and interest. 
-Randy 
9/30/2009 
?1!:i 
Dave Richards 
From: 
To: 
"Skyler Proctor" <theindiedirector@hotmail.com> 
<dhta@atcnet.net> 
Sent: 
Subject: 
Wednesday, November 08, 20066:55 PM 
Re: The website TEST 
Mr. Richards, 
I just got done making 100 DVD's of the trailer for you. I have talked 
to Randy, and he is going to get me labels for them. Hopefully, at the 
latest you will get them by the middle of next week. 
If you need any more just let me know. 
Skyler 
>From: "Dave" <dhta@atcnet.net> 
>To: "Web Master" <sk~ler@thehay.6eldmovi.~com> 
>CC: <dav~@thehayfieldV1ovie.com> 
>Subject: Re: The website TEST 
>Date: Wed, 8 Nov 200616:10:24 -0700 
> 
>Skyler I just recived the e-mail, everything looks good on my end. 
> Thanks Dave 
> ----- Original Message -----
> From: Web Master 
> To: ~ave@thehayfieldmovie.com 
> Sent: Wednesday, November 08, 2006 1 :58 PM 
> Subject: From: The website TEST 
> 
> 
> Mr. Richards, 
> 
> 
> 
> This is a test to see if you get this e-mail from the 
>website. 
> 
> 
> 
> Skyler 
Get today's hot entertainment gossip 
lillp....:.!lmovies.msn.co.Vlfmovieslhotgossip?icid=T002MSN03A07001 
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http://www.thehayfieldmovie.comlphotos.html 
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Javier L. Gabiola ISB #5448 
COOPER & LARSEN, CHARTERED 
151 North Third Avenue, Suite 210 
P.O. Box 4229 
Pocatello, ID 83205-4229 
Phone: (208) 235-1145 
Fax: (208) 235-1182 
Counsel for Plaintiff 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SIXTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BANNOCK 
MINOR MIRACLE PRODUCTIONS, ) 
LLC, an Idaho Limited Liability Company, ) 
) 
Plaintiff/Counterdefendant, ) 
) 
vs. ) 
) 
RANDY STARKEY, ) 
) 
Defendant/Counterclaimant. ) 
--------------) 
RANDY STARKEY, ) 
) 
Third Party Plaintiff, ) 
) 
vs. ) 
) 
DA VID L. RICHARDS, ) 
) 
Third Party Defendant. ) 
Case No. CV-2008-3920-0C 
NOTICE OF CORRECTION TO 
CLERK'S CERTIFICATE OF APPEAl, 
COMES NOW Plaintiff/Counterdefendant and Third Party Defendant, by and through the 
undersigned counsel, and hereby requests that the following corrections by made to the Clerk's 
Certificate of Appeal filed with the Idaho Supreme Court on October 1 S\ 2009: 
1. The caption on the Clerk's Certificate of Appeal is incorrect, it should list Minor 
Miracle Productions, LLC as a Counterdefendant, Randy Starkey as Counterclaimant and Third 
Party Plaintiff, and David L. Richards as Third Party Defendant; 
NOTICE OF CORRECTION TO CLERK'S CERTIFICATE OF ApPEAL - PAGE 1 
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2. On October 1 S\ 2009 a Request for Additional Record was filed by 
Plaintiff/Counterdefendant and Third Party Defendant. The Clerk's Certificate of Appeal does not 
reflect this Request. 
Plaintiff/Counterdefendant and Third Party Defendant request that the corrections stated 
herein be made, and that an Amended Clerk's Certificate of Appeal be filed with the Idaho Supreme 
Court. 
DATED thi& day of October, 2009. 
COOPER & LARSEN, CHARTERED 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
fJd4btt-r 
I hereby certify that on th;l) day of ~t, 2009, I served a true and correct copy of the 
foregoing to: 
Randy Starkey 
1014 Street Road 
Kingston Springs, TN 37082 
[M U.S. mail 
[] Express mail 
[] Hand deli very 
[] Fax: 
NOTICE OF CORRECTION TO CLERK'S CERTIFICATE OF ApPEAL - PAGE 2 
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Gary L. Cooper ISB #1814 
Javier L. Gabiola ISB #5448 
COOPER & LARSEN, CHARTERED 
151 North Third Avenue, Suite 210 
P.O. Box 4229 
Pocatello, ID 83205-4229 
Phone: (208) 235- t 145 
Fax: (208) 235-1182 
Counsel for Plaintiff 
20U9 OCT 2 f PM S: I 6 
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IN TIlE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SIXTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF TIlE 
STATE OF IDAHO. IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BANNOCK 
MINOR MIRACLE PRODUCTIONS, ) 
LLC, an Idaho Limited Liability Company. ) 
) 
PlaintifflCounterdefendan~ ) 
) 
vs. ) 
) 
RANDY STARKEY, ) 
) 
DefendantiCounterc1aimant. ) 
-------------------------) RANDY STARKEY. ) 
) 
Third Party Plaintiff, ) 
) 
vs. ) 
) 
DAVID L. RICHARDS, ) 
) 
Third Party Defendant. ) 
STATE OF TENNESSEE ) 
:ss 
County of Wilson ) 
Case No. CV-2008-3920-0C 
AFFIDAVIT OF SKYLER PR.OCTOR 
IN SUPPORT OF PLAINTIFF'S 
OPPOSITION TO DEFENDANT'S 
MOTION FOR PROTECTIVE ORDER 
SKYLER PROCTOR, being first duly sworn upon oath, deposes and states as follows: 
1. I am over 18 years of age and make this Affidavit upon my own personal knowledge 
and infonnation; 
AFFIDAVIT OF SKYU;R PROCTOR IN SUPPORT OF PLAINTIFF'S OPPOSITION TO DEFENDANT'S MoTION FOR 
PROTECTIVE ORDER - PAGE I 
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2. From January to June, 2007, I was residing with Randy and Jan Starkey at their home 
in Tennessee; 
3. In April 2007, Randy and I stopped editing the movie "The Hayfield" for a day so 
that Randy could work on his personal income tax returns. Randy pulled out what appeared to be 
hundreds of receipts. that covered the kitchen table. dining table and kitchen counter. Randy stated 
while going through the receipts that he expected a large tax return because the money he had spent 
on the movie The Hayfield would be filed on his tax return; 
4. Between the time that Randy filed his tax return and the time that the check arrived, 
Randy told me he was expecting to get the largest tax return possible because the expenses from The 
Hayfield were filed on his return, and he and his wife Jan had never gotten such a large return 
before. He told me that with all the money they would be getting back they were going to buy a 
large HDTV. Before the return came in. Randy and Jan bought a Vizio large screen HDTV. They 
repeatedly stated they paid for it \\'ith their tax return check, which was because of the money they 
spent on The Hayfield. They also stated that it was the only benefit they had ever gotten out of The 
Hayfield. When the tax return check actually arrived, many similar comments were made. 
FURTHER SAlTH AFFIANT NAUGHT. 
DATED this_day of October. 2009. 
By~ka@ 
SK ER PROCTOR 
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SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN TO before me thit1~y of October, 2009. 
l?uMlk~ NOTARY UBLIC FOR TENNESSEE 
Residing at /v~h(NVlO n (11/ 
My Commission Expires: 'q L -~-/O 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
1 HEREBY CERTIFY that on this Z I day ofOctober~ 2009, I served a true and correct copy 
of the above and foregoing document to the following person(s) as follows: 
Randy Starkey 
1014 Street Road 
Kingston Springs, TN 37082 
[] 
[) {f 
U.S. MaillPostage Prepaid 
Hand Delivery 
Overnight Mail 
Facsimile 
g~ 
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Gary L. Cooper ISB # 1814 
Javier L. Gabiola ISB #5448 
COOPER & LARSEN, CHARTERED 
151 North Third Avenue, Suite 210 
P.O. Box 4229 
Pocatello, ID 83205-4229 
Phone: (208) 235-1145 
Fax: (208) 235-1182 
Counselfor Plaint(/J 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SIXTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BANNOCK 
MINOR MIRACLE PRODUCTIONS, ) 
LLC, an Idaho Limited Liability Company ) 
and DAVID L. RICHARDS, ) 
) 
Plaintiffs/Counterdefendants, ) 
) 
vs. ) 
) 
RANDY STARKEY, ) 
) 
DefendantiCounterclaimant. ) 
----------------------------) 
RANDY STARKEY, ) 
) 
Third Party Plaintiff, ) 
) 
vs. ) 
) 
DAVID L. RICHARDS, ) 
) 
Third Party Defendant. ) 
Case No. CV -2008-3920-0C 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 
and 
DEMAND FOR JURY TRIAL 
COMES NOW the Plaintiffs, Minor Miracle Productions, LLC, an Idaho Limited Liability 
Company ("Minor Miracle Productions") and David L. Richards, individually, by and through their 
attorneys of record, Cooper & Larsen, Chartered as and for its claims for relief and causes of action 
against the above-named Defendant, pleads and alleges as follows: 
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PARTIES AND JURISDICTION 
1 . Plaintiffs are, and at all pertinent times has been, a limited liability company organized under 
the laws of the State ofIdaho with its registered office located in Malad City, Idaho. 
2. David L. Richards is an individual residing in Oneida County, Idaho and is one of the 
managers of Plaintiff, Minor Miracle Productions. 
3. Defendant Randy Starkey is an individual residing at 10 14 Street Rd., Kingston Springs, 
Tennessee, and is one of the managers of Plaintiff, Minor Miracle Productions. 
4. Defendant Randy Starkey has transacted business within the State ofIdaho, as those terms 
are used in I. C. §5-514, the Idaho "long arm" statute, and is subject to the jurisdiction of the 
courts of the State of Idaho for the acts giving rise to the claims and causes of action 
contained in this Complaint. 
5. This is an action for an accounting, breach of duty, misappropriation of company property 
and opportunities breach of contract, and preliminary and/or permanent injunctive relief 
pursuant to Rule 65 of the Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure, and an action for monetary 
damages in excess of the $10,000 jurisdictional requirement of this Court. 
6. This Court has jurisdiction over the subject matter of this action pursuant to Idaho Code § 1-
705. 
7. Venue is proper in this Court pursuant to Idaho Code § 5-404. 
F ACTS PERTINENT TO ALL CLAIMS 
8. On or about March 24, 2006, David L. Richards and Randy Starkey formed a limited 
liability company named Minor Miracle Productions, LLC. 
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9. Minor Miracle Productions filed its Articles of Organization with the Idaho Secretary of 
State on March 24, 2006. 
10. David L. Richards and Randy Starkey are the sole members and managers of Minor Miracle 
Productions. 
1 1. The purpose of Minor Miracle Productions was to produce and market the film "The 
Hayfield. " 
12. David L. Richards contributed the production costs and use of his real property and 
equipment for the production of "The Hayfield." 
13. Randy Starkey contributed the script and direction for the production of "The Hayfield." 
14. Minor Miracle Productions is the sole and exclusive owner of the film "The Hayfield." 
15. As members and managers of Minor Miracle Productions, David L. Richards and Randy 
Starkey agreed that the distribution of proceeds from marketing the film "The Hayfield", 
would be used first to repay David L. Richards for the production costs of the film "The 
Hayfield", and use of his real property and equipment and then all additional proceeds from 
marketing the film "The Hayfield", would be shared on an equal 50% basis as the sole 
members of Minor Miracle Productions. 
16. David L. Richards has either paid or has obligated himself, individually, and on behalf of 
Minor Miracle Productions in the total amount of$827,872.82 in production costs for the 
film "The Hayfield." This amount includes $19,000 in cash which has never been accounted 
for by Randy Starkey. 
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1 7. Randy Starkey is in possession of the film, The Hayfield, which was produced and funded 
by Minor Miracle Productions. 
18. Upon information and belief, it is believed that Randy Starkey has marketed and/or sold 
interests in the film "The Hayfield", and has not accounted for the proceeds of such 
marketing and sales to Minor Miracle Productions so that such proceeds can be used to repay 
David L. Richards for the production costs. 
19. Randy Starkey is in possession of equipment which is the property of Minor Miracle 
Productions and has failed and refused to return said equipment to the possession of Minor 
Miracle Productions. 
20. Randy Starkey is also in possession of personal property belonging to David L. Richards, 
such as guns/pistols, bows, hats, boots, costumes, dresses, spurs and whiskey bottles, which 
he refuses to return to David L. Richards. 
COUNT 1. BREACH OF THE DUTY 
21. Plaintiff realleges, as though set forth fully herein, the allegations of paragraphs 1 19. 
22. As a manager and a member of Minor Miracle Productions, Randy Starkey owes a duty of 
loyalty to Minor Miracle Productions which includes the duty to account and hold as trustee 
for it any property, profit or benefit derived from the exploitation, marketing and sale of the 
film "The Hayfield." 
23. Randy Starkey has in his possession equipment which should be returned to Minor Miracle 
Productions with the reasonable value of the use of said equipment during the time it has 
been in the possession of Randy Starkey. 
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24. Randy Starkey has sold interests in the film "The Hayfield", the proceeds from which should 
be accounted for and paid over to Minor Miracle Productions. 
25. Randy Starkey has obligated Minor Miracle Productions without the knowledge or consent 
of David L. Richards. 
26. Randy Starkey is in possession of master copies of the film "The Hayfield", which should 
be returned to Minor Miracle Productions. 
27. Randy Starkey has breached his duty of loyalty to Minor Miracle Productions and is 
indebted to Minor Miracle Productions for the reasonable rental value of the equipment he 
has usurped to his own use and benefit and is further indebted to Minor Miracle Productions 
for all proceeds he has realized from the exploitation, marketing and sale of the film "The 
Hayfield". The exact amount or value of such indebtedness is not known but is believed to 
be in excess of $827,872.82 or such amount as is proven at trial. 
28. Randy Starkey has breached his duty ofloyalty to Minor Miracle Productions by retaining 
in his possession to the exclusion of Minor Miracle Productions the possession of the certain 
film production equipment and the master copies of the film "The Hayfield", the possession 
of which should be returned to Minor Miracle Productions and David L. Richards. 
29. Randy Starkey has breached the duty ofloyalty to Minor Miracle Productions by failing and 
refusing, despite reasonable requests to do so, to account to Minor Miracle Productions for 
the use by him of the cash, property and opportunities of Minor Miracle Productions. Randy 
Starkey should be ordered to provide said accounting and to pay over to Minor Miracle 
Productions the reasonable value of the use by him of the property and opportunities of 
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Minor Miracle Productions. Randy Starkey should be further ordered to indemnify and hold 
harmless Minor Miracle Productions from all liabilities which were not authorized. 
30. The amounts Randy Starkey owes Minor Miracle Productions are of a kind and nature for 
which pre-judgment interest should be awarded from and after at least the date of the filing 
of this Complaint or such other date as may be determined by the evidence submitted in 
support of a monetary judgment in this matter. 
3 1. The subject matter of this lawsuit is a commercial transaction as that term is defined in I. 
C. § 12-120 and Plaintiff is entitled to recover a reasonable attorney fee in prosecuting this 
action. 
COUNT II. BREACH OF CONTRACT 
32. Plaintiffs incorporate herein by reference paragraphs 1 through 31 as if set forth in full 
herein. 
33. In approximately March of 2006, Randy Starkey entered into a contract with David L. 
Richards in which Randy Starkey agreed to reimburse David L. Richards the money Mr. 
Richard gave for production costs and use ofMr. Richard's real property for the production 
of "The Hayfield". Randy Starkey breached that contract, and has not reimbursed David L. 
Richards the amount of $827,872.82, which Mr. Richard incurred in production costs for 
"The Hayfield", including the amount of$19,000 in cash, none of which was ever accounted 
for by Randy Starkey to David L. Richards. As a result of Randy Starkey's breach of the 
contact, David L. Richards has been damaged in the amount of$827,872.82, or in such other 
and further amounts be proven at trial. 
34. The aforementioned amount owed by Randy Starkey to David L. Richards is of a kind and 
nature for which pre-judgment interest should be awarded from before and after the date of 
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the filing of the Complaint or such other date as may determined by the evidence submitted 
in support of a monetary judgment in this matter. 
COUNT III. CONVERSION 
35. Plaintiff realleges as if set forth fully herein, the allegations of paragraphs 1 through 34. 
36. Plaintiff David L. Richards is the rightful owner and entitled to have returned to him 
guns/pistols, bows, hats, boots, costumes, dresses, spurs and whiskey bottles that Randy 
Starkey wrongfully took from David L. Richards. Randy Starkey converted David L. 
Richards' property and refused to return those to David L. Richards. 
37. As a result of Randy Starkey's refusal to return the aforementioned property to Mr. Richards, 
Mr. Starkey has wrongfully, intentionally and/or recklessly converted Mr. Richard's 
property. 
38. As a direct and proximate result of Randy Starkey's wrongful conversion ofMr. Richard's 
property, Plaintiff has been damaged in an amount in excess of the $10,000 jurisdiuctional 
limit of this Court. 
COUNT IV. INJUNCTIVE RELIEF 
39. Plaintiffrealleges, as though set forth fully herein, the allegations of paragraphs 1 - 29. 
40. Randy Starkey's refusal to account for and return the property of Minor Miracle Productions, 
including but not limited to film production equipment and the master copies of the film 
"The Hayfield", violates the rights of Minor Miracle Productions to said property and is 
strong evidence that Randy Starkey's continued possession of the same is in violation of the 
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rights of the Plaintiff, is likely to result in waste of said property and will likely result in 
great or irreparable injury to the Plaintiff 
41. Plaintiff Minor Miracle Productions is entitled to the possession of the film production 
equipment and the rights to the film "The Hayfield", which if such property remains in the 
possession of Randy Starkey it is in jeopardy of being sold to unsuspecting third parties and 
the proceeds lost to Minor Miracle Productions. Further, Plaintiff Minor Miracle 
Productions and Plaintiff David L. Richards are entitled to injunctive relief in the form of 
Rand Starkey being ordered to release any alleged copyright claim he may have in "The 
Hayfield" . 
42. Plaintiff Minor Miracle Productions is entitled to a preliminary and permanent injunction 
enjoining Randy Starkey from selling, exploiting or otherwise marketing the film "The 
Hayfield", and from using any and all production equipment which was purchased or 
acquired with funds contributed by David L. Richards. 
WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs Minor Miracle Productions, LLC, and David L. Richards pray 
judgment against the Defendant as follows: 
1. Damages in such sums, in excess of $10,000, as will be proven at the time of trial 
pursuant to the accounting Randy Starkey is obligated to provide for his use and 
exploitation of the property of Plaintiffs, together with interest, including pre-
judgment interest, and attorney fees. In the event this matter is uncontested a 
monetary judgment against Randy Starkey in the amount of $827,872.82 which is 
the amount of production costs for the film "The Hayfield"; 
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2. For an Order requiring Randy Starkey to return all copies including the master copies 
of the film "The Hayfield", to the possession of Plaintiffs along with all production 
equipment which was purchased or acquired with funds contributed by David L. 
Richards; 
3. For a preliminary and permanent injunction enjoining Randy Starkey from selling, 
exploiting or otherwise marketing the film "The Hayfield", and from using any and 
all production equipment which was purchased or acquired with funds contributed 
by David L. Richards, and also directing Randy Starkey to release his copyright 
claim on "The Hayfield"; 
4. For an order requiring Randy Starkey to return to David L. Richards the guns/pistols, 
bows, hats, boots, costumes, dresses, spurs and whiskey bottles that he has 
wrongfully retained in his possession and which rightfully belong to David L. 
Richards; 
5. For an award of reasonable attorney fees and costs which should be in a minimum 
amount of $25 ,000 in the event this matter is uncontested; and 
6. F or such other and further relief as the Court deems proper under the circumstances. 
PLAINTIFFS DEMAND A TRIAL BY JURY. 
DATED this £ day of October, 2009. 
COOPER & LARSEN, CHARTERED 
BY&k~ 
VIER L. GAB lOLA 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that on the 1'1 day of October, 2009, I served a true and correct copy ofthe 
foregoing to: 
Randy Starkey 
1014 Street Road 
Kingston Springs, TN 37082 
1;4. 
r ] 
( ] 
[ J 
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U.S. mail 
Express mail 
Hand delivery 
Fax: 
Gary L. Cooper ISB # 1814 
Javier L. Gabiola ISB #5448 
COOPER & LARSEN, CHARTERED 
151 North Third Avenue, Suite 210 
P.O. Box 4229 
Pocatello, ID 83205-4229 
Phone: (208) 235-1145 
Fax: (208) 235-1182 
Counsel for Plaintiff 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SIXTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
ST ATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BANNOCK 
MINOR MIRACLE PRODUCTIONS, ) 
LLC, an Idaho Limited Liability Company, ) 
) 
Plaintiff/Counterdefendant, ) 
) 
vs. ) 
) 
RANDY STARKEY, ) 
) 
Defendant/Counterclaimant. ) 
-------------- ) 
RANDY STARKEY, ) 
) 
Third Party Plaintiff, ) 
) 
vs. ) 
) 
DA VID L. RICHARDS, ) 
) 
Third Party Defendant. ) 
Case No. CV -2008-3920-0C 
ORDER RE: PLAINTIFF'S MOTION 
TO AMEND COMPLAINT AND 
MOTION TO COMPEL AND 
DEFENDANT'S MOTION FOR 
PERMISSION TO APPEAL TO 
THE IDAHO SUPREME COURT AND 
MOTION FOR PROTECTIVE ORDER 
IN DISCOVERY 
On October 26, 2009, oral argument was presented on Plaintiff's Motion to Amend 
Complaint and Motion to Compel and on Defendant's Motion for Permission to Appeal to the Idaho 
Supreme Court and Motion for Protective Order in Discovery. 
Appearing on behalf of Minor Miracle Productions, LLC and David L. Richards was Javier 
Gabiola. Randy Starkey appeared pro se. 
The Court, having considered the pleadings on file and the memoranda and affidavits filed 
in support of the motions, and good cause appearing therefor, 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED AS FOLLOWS: 
vt-J 
I. Defendant Randy Starkey's Motion for Permission to Appeal to the Idaho Supreme 
Court is DENIED. As the Court informed Mr. Starkey at the hearing on September 14,2009 and 
at the hearing on October 26, 2009, Mr. Starkey admitted the Court had jurisdiction over him. /lie; 
/4f tlllyJ 3/IPwe,j I'lil 1.1I./f. IZ (")(0) 6c9'1tJ (I.."", 1/;, elirk #'~ -14M DN/el"', 
2. Plaintiffs Motion to Amend Complaint to name David L. Richards as a party is 
GRANTED. Plaintiff is hereby ordered to file his Amended Complaint and serve it upon Mr. 
Starkey. 
3. Plaintiffs Motion to Compel is GRANTED. Mr. Starkey will have thirty (30) days 
from the date of this Order in which to serve supplemental discovery responses to Interrogatory Nos. 
2,3,7,9,12,17, 18, and 24 and provide complete responses to Plaintiffs Requests for Production 
of Documents. 
4. Defendant Randy Starkey'S Motion for Protective Order in Discovery pertaining to 
his tax returns is DENIED. However, the Court shall enter an order applying to both parties that no 
documents produced in discovery can be used outside the parameters of this litigation and consistent 
with the protective order. The Court requests that Mr. Gabiola prepare a protective order and submit 
it to Mr. Starkey for his review and approval prior to the Court's review and signature. 
IT IS SO ORDERED. 
At 
DATED this 30 day of October, 2009. 
ORDER RE: PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO AMEND COMPLAINT AND MOTION TO COMPEL AND 
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1014 Street Road 
Kingston Springs, TN 37082 
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Randy Starkey 
1014 Street Road 
Kingston Springs TN 37082 
Telephone No. (615) 952-9606 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SIXTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BANNOCK 
MINOR MIRACLE 
PRODUCTIONS, LLC, 
And DA VID L. RICHARDS 
Plaintiffs! 
Counterdefendant 
Vs. 
Randy Starkey, 
Defendant, Pro Se 
And Counterclaimant. 
) 
) Case No. CV -2008-39200C 
) 
) 
) MOTION TO AMEND 
) eOl\IPIsAItft1 
) ~5were ~ 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
------------------------) 
COMES NOW the DefendantlCounterclaimant Pro Se Randy Starkey and 
moves to Amend Answer to Plaintiffs' Amended Complaint referenced in 
the attached eleven page Amended Answer. 
Respectfully submitted this 18th day of November, 2009. 
Randy Starkey ( 
DefendantiCountercIaimant Pro Se 
??7 
Randy Starkey 
1014 Street Road 
Kingston Springs, Tennessee 37082 
Telephone No. (615) 952-9606 
Defendant Pro Se 
;T~./ 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SIXTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BANNOCK 
) 
MINOR MIRACLE ) 
PRODUCTIONS, LLC, ) 
and DAVID L. RICHARDS ) 
) 
Plaintiffs/ ) 
Counterdefendants ) 
) 
vs. ) 
) 
RANDY STARKEY, ) 
) 
Defendant, Pro Se ) 
and Counterclaimant ) 
----------------------) 
Case No. CY-2008-3920-0C 
AMENDED ANSWER TO 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 
WITH COUNTERCLAIM 
COMES NOW the defendantlcounterclaimant pro se Randy Starkey and for 
his Amended Answer and Counterclaim to Plaintiffs' Amended Complaint, 
states as follows: 
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FIRST DEFENSE 
Plaintiffs' Complaint fails to state a claim upon which relief may be granted 
against this defendant. 
SECOND DEFENSE 
1. Defendant admits the allegations contained in Paragraph 1 of the Complaint. 
2. With respect to the aIIegations contained in Paragraph 2 of the Complaint, 
Defendant admits that David L. Richards is an individual residing in Oneida 
County, Idaho, but lacks sufficient knowledge or information to form a belief as to 
the truth of the allegations contained in the balance of Paragraph 2. 
3. With respect to the allegations contained in Paragraph 3 of the Complaint, 
Defendant admits he is an individual residing at 1014 Street Road, Kingston 
Springs, TN, but denies he is a manager of Minor Miracle Productions, LLC. 
4. Defendant Randy Starkey has transacted business within the state of 
Idaho but does not have sufficient information or knowledge to ascertain whether 
he is subject to Idaho Code S-SI4 or to the personal jurisdiction of the Court which 
are the allegations in Paragraph 4 of the Complaint. 
S. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge or information to form a belief 
as to the truth of the allegations contained in Paragraph S of the Complaint. 
6. Defendant denies the Idaho courts have any jurisdiction over the subject 
matter of his copyright in "The Hayfield" movie or to any of Starkey's exclusive 
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rights of copyright protected by federal law, including, but not limited to, the 
the right to sell, copy and distribute his copyrighted work identified as "The 
Hayfield" movie and, therefore, Defendant denies the allegation contained in 
Paragraph 6 of the Complaint. 
7. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge or information to form a belief 
as to the truth of the allegations contained in Paragraph 7 of the Complaint. 
8. Defendant denies the allegations contained in Paragraph 8 of the 
Complaint. 
9. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge or information to form a 
belief as to the allegations contained in Paragraph 9 of the Complaint. 
10. Defendant denies the allegations contained in Paragraph 10 of 
the Complaint. 
11. Defendant admits the purpose of Minor Miracle Productions, LLC was 
to produce "The Hayfield" movie but denies Minor Miracle Productions, LLC was 
intended to be the sole entity to market the movie. Defendant therefore admits to 
the first allegation and denies the second item of Paragraph 11 of the Complaint. 
12. Defendant denies the allegations contained in Paragraph 12 of the 
Complaint. 
13. Defendant WROTE and contributed the script and direction for the 
production of "The Hayfield" movie and therefore admits the allegations of 
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Paragraph 13 of the Complaint. 
14. Defendant denies the allegations contained in Paragraphs 14, 15 and 
16 of the Complaint. 
15. With respect to the allegations contained in Paragraph 17 of the 
Complaint, Defendant admits the he is in possession of a copy of the film 
"The Hayfield" but Defendant denies the balance of the allegations contained 
in Paragraph 17 of the Complaint. 
16. Defendant denies the allegations contained in Paragraph 18, 
19, and 20 of the Complaint. 
17. Paragraph 21 requires no response from Defendant. 
18. Defendant denies the allegations contained in Paragraphs 22, 23, 24, 
25,26,27,28,29,30 and 31 of the Complaint. 
19. Paragraph 32 requires no response from Defendant. 
20. Defendant denies the allegations contained in Paragraphs 33 and 34 
of the Complaint. 
21. Paragraph 35 of the Complaint requires no response from Defendant. 
22. Defendant denies the allegations contained in Paragraphs 36, 37 and 
38. 
23. Paragraph 39 of the Complaint requires no response from Defendant. 
24. Defendant denies Plaintiffs are entitled to any relief of any kind from 
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Defendant as alleged in Paragraphs 40,41 and 42 or for any other reason. 
25. Defendant denies generally all allegations that he has not admitted, 
denied, or otherwise answered. 
AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES 
First Affirmative Defense - Failure to State a Claim 
26. The Complaint fails to state a claim upon which relief can be 
granted in that Defendant satisfied all of his obligations, contractual and 
otherwise to Plaintiffs and has no remaining legal obligations to Plaintiffs. 
Second Affirmative Defense - Estoppel 
27. During the course of his dealings with David L. Richards, d/b/a 
Minor Miracle Productions, LLC, and afterwards, Defendant satisfied all of 
Plaintiffs' continuing requests. Plaintiffs cannot now be heard to adopt the 
positions stated in the Complaint that are inconsistent with Plaintiffs' activities 
both before and after the production of the Film. Plaintiffs' claims are barred by 
the doctrine of Estoppel. 
Third Affirmative Defense - Accord and Satisfaction 
28. Plaintiffs and Defendant entered into and performed their respective 
obligations in accordance with the terms of their oral agreements, and otherwise, 
throughout the production of the Film, and after. Plaintiffs accepted Defendant's 
services in full accord and satisfaction of Defendant's obligations of any kind to 
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Plaintiffs, including those which are the subject of Plaintiffs' Complaint. 
Fourth Affirmative Defense - Waiver 
29. By knowingly entering into, performing under, and accepting 
Defendant's services in accordance with the terms of their oral agreements, 
and otherwise, throughout the production of the Film, and after, Plaintiffs have 
waived the right to bring the claim that is the subject of this Complaint against 
the Defendant. 
Fifth Affirmative Defense - Ratification 
30. By knowingly entering into, performing under, and accepting 
Defendant's performance in accordance of their oral agreements, and otherwise, 
throughout the production of the Film, and after, Plaintiffs ratified the actions 
taken by Defendant with respect to all of Plaintiffs' rights of any kind. 
Sixth Affirmative Defense - U nelean Hands 
31. By knowingly entering into, performing under, and accepting 
Defendant's performance in accordance of their oral agreements, and otherwise, 
throughout the production of the Film, and after, Plaintiffs, by filing against 
Defendant a Complaint that contains allegations of fact that are inconsistent with 
Plaintiffs' conduct in conformity with those oral agreements, comes to this Court 
with unclean hands. 
Seventh Affirmative Defense - Unclean Hands 
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32. By filing against Defendant a Complaint that contains allegations of 
fact that are inconsistent with the course of conduct chosen and followed by 
Plaintiffs alone, Plaintiffs come to this Court with unclean hands. 
Eighth Affirmative Defense - Plaintiffs' Responsibility 
33. Plaintiffs' inappropriate and incompetent performance of their 
duties in accordance with terms of Idaho law pertinent to limited liability 
companies and in accordance with the terms of the oral operating agreement 
between Plaintiffs and Defendant, was the sole and proximate cause of the 
damages Plaintiffs now pursue. 
Ninth Affirmative Defense - Plaintiffs' Degree of Fault 
34. In the event that Defendant is found to be at fault, Defendant asserts 
that Plaintiffs' fault was equal to or greater than Defendant's. Thus, the doctrine 
of comparative fault bars any recovery by Plaintiffs. Additionally, if Plaintiffs' 
fault be found to be less than Defendant's, any recovery by Plaintiff must be 
reduced in accordance with the fault attributable to Plaintiff and apportioned with 
respect to any fault attributable to Defendant. 
Tenth Affirmative Defense - Violation of Duty of Loyalty 
35. Plaintiffs' Manager and Member, David L. Richards (Richards) has 
violated Idaho Code 53-622 (2) and violated his duty of loyalty to Plaintiff in that 
he has failed to account to Plaintiffs and its members for any profit or benefit 
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derived by Plaintiffs and has failed to obtain the consent of more than one-half of 
number of the disinterested managers or manager. 
Eleventh Affirmative Defense - Violation of Duty of Loyalty 
36. Plaintiffs' Manager and Member, David L. Richards (Richards), 
has violated Idaho Code 53-622(2) and violated his duty of loyalty to Plaintiff 
Minor Miracle Productions, LLC, in that he has used and/or withheld property 
belonging to the LLC without the consent of more than one-half of the number 
of the disinterested members and managers of the LLC. 
Twelfth Affirmative Defense - Failure to Satisfy Legal Requirements 
37. Plaintiffs' Manager and Member, David L. Richards (Richards), has 
violated Idaho Code 53-623 in that he has taken action on behalf of Plaintiff 
Minor Miracle Productions, LLC, in connection with the business of that LLC 
without first obtaining the majority consent of those he claims are the LLC's 
managers. 
Thirteenth Affirmative Defense - Violation of Idaho Law with Respect 
to Contributions 
38. Plaintiffs' Manager and Member David L. Richards (Richards), has 
violated Idaho Code 53-628 and 53-629 in that he has demanded a priority 
distribution of Minor Miracle Productions, LLC profits and assets as a return of 
contributions without benefit of a written agreement allowing such priority. 
AMENDED ANSWER PAGE 8 
Fourteenth Affirmative Defense - Violation of Idaho Law with Respect 
to Distributions 
39. Plaintiffs' Manager and Member, David L. Richards (Richards), has 
violated Idaho Code 53-628 and 53-629 in that he has demanded an unequal 
distribution of profits and assets of Minor Miracle Productions, LLC without the 
benefit of a written agreement allowing such unequal distribution. 
Fifteenth Affirmative Defense - Violation of Idaho Law with Respect 
to Authority to Bring Suit 
40. Plaintiffs' Manager and Member, David L. Richards (Richards) has 
violated Idaho Code 53-659 in that he has brought suit on behalf of Minor 
Miracle Productions, LLC, without the authorization to do so obtained in 
compliance with Idaho Code 53-623 and the consent of the members eligible 
to vote for or against such authority. 
Sixteenth Affirmative Defense - Violation of Idaho Law: 
No Gross Negligence or Willful Misconduct 
41. Plaintiffs have violated Idaho Code 53-622 in that they have failed 
to allege any acts of omissions that constitute gross negligence or willful 
misconduct by Defendant. 
Seventeenth Affirmative Defense - Violation of the Statute of Limitations 
42. Plaintiffs have violated the Statute of Limitations in that they have 
failed to bring this action within the time allowed by law. 
AMENDED ANSWER Page 9 
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COUNTERCLAIM AND COMPLAINT 
43. Plaintiff David L. Richards is in the possession of certain documents, 
namely actor and extra release forms, called "clearance forms" within the motion 
picture industry, which were executed by cast members, and extras, who 
participated in the production of the Film. 
44. In order to effectively negotiate a distribution agreement of the 
Film, the producers of the Film must be able to demonstrate that these 
"clearance forms" exist for everyone who appears in the Film. 
45. On information and belief, Plaintiff Richards is in possession of 
other personal property that is important to the successful exploitation of t 
the Film. 
46. Although Defendant is now acting Pro Se, Defendant did engage the 
legal services of the law firm of Moffatt Thomas Barrett Rock and Fields, 
Chartered, to defend this action for nearly a year. Defendant has incurred 
attorney fees and costs during the engagement of that law finn. The Defendant 
is entitled to recover his attorney fees and other costs of defense from the Plaintiffs 
pursuant to the contract as well as Idaho Code Sections 12-120 and 12-121. 
WHEREFORE, the DefendantiCounterclaimant, hereinafter referred 
to as "the Defendant," prays that any relief requests by Plaintiffs be denied, and 
that Defendant be granted relief as follows: 
AMENDED ANSWER PAGE 1 0 
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1. Defendant prays that the court temporarily enjoin Plaintiffs from 
damaging, altering, destroying or disposing in any way of any of the clearance 
form releases previously cited pending the entry of a [mal order in this action; 
2. Dismiss the Complaint with prejudice, and find that the Plaintiffs 
take nothing thereby; 
3. Enter a judgment in favor of the Defendant and against the Plaintiffs 
for money damages in an amount to be proven at trial; 
4. A ward the Defendant his attorney fees, costs and disbursements 
incurred in connection with this litigation; and 
5. Grant the Defendant such further relief as the Court deems just and 
equitable under the circumstances. 
DEMANDFORJURYTmAL 
The DefendantiCounterclaimant demands a jury trial for all 
claims and causes of action stated by this Answer pursuant to Rule 38 of the 
Idaho Ru1es of Civil Procedure. 
DATED this I£-f!L day of November, 2009 J2Jl~ 
Ran<iY Starkey \ 
DefendantiCounterclaimant Pro Se 
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Randy Starkey 
1014 Street Road 
Kingston Springs, Tennessee 37082 
Telephone No. (615) 952-9606 
Defendant Pro Se 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SIXTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BANNOCK 
) 
MINOR MIRACLE ) 
PRODUCTIONS, LLC, ) 
and DAVID L. RICHARDS ) 
) 
Plaintiffs/ ) 
Counterdefendants ) 
) 
vs. ) 
) 
RANDY STARKEY, ) 
) 
Defendant, Pro Se ) 
and Counterclaimant ) 
------------------------) 
Case No. CV -2008-3920-0C 
CORRECTED 
AMENDED ANSWER TO 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 
WITH COUNTERCLAIM 
COMES NOW the defendantlcounterclaimant pro se Randy Starkey and for 
his Amended Answer and Counterclaim to Plaintiffs' Amended Complaint, 
states as follows: 
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FIRST DEFENSE 
Plaintiffs' Complaint fails to state a claim upon which relief may be granted 
against this defendant. 
SECOND DEFENSE 
1. Defendant admits the allegations contained in Paragraph 1 of the Complaint. 
2. With respect to the allegations contained in Paragraph 2 of the Complaint, 
Defendant admits that David L. Richards is an individual residing in Oneida 
County, Idaho, but lacks sufficient knowledge or information to form a belief as to 
the truth of the allegations contained in the balance of Paragraph 2. 
3. With respect to the allegations contained in Paragraph 3 of the Complaint, 
Defendant admits he is an individual residing at 1014 Street Road, Kingston 
Springs, TN, but denies he is a manager of Minor Miracle Productions, LLC. 
4. Defendant Randy Starkey has transacted business within the state of 
Idaho but does not have sufficient information or knowledge to ascertain whether 
he is subject to Idaho Code 5-514 or to the personal jurisdiction of the Court which 
are the allegations in Paragraph 4 of the Complaint. 
5. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge or information to form a belief 
as to the truth of the allegations contained in Paragraph 5 of the Complaint. 
6. Defendant denies the Idaho courts have any jurisdiction over the subject 
matter of his copyright in "The Hayfield" movie or to any of Starkey's exclusive 
rights of copyright protected by federal law, including, but not limited to, the 
the right to sell, copy and distribute his copyrighted work identified as "The 
Hayfield" movie and, therefore, Defendant denies the allegation contained in 
Paragraph 6 of the Complaint. 
7. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge or information to form a belief 
as to the truth of the allegations contained in Paragraph 7 of the Complaint. 
8. Defendant denies the allegations contained in Paragraph 8 of the 
Complaint. 
9. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge or information to form a 
belief as to the allegations contained in Paragraph 9 of the Complaint. 
10. Defendant denies the allegations contained in Paragraph 10 of 
the Complaint. 
11. Defendant admits the purpose of Minor Miracle Productions, LLC was 
to produce "The Hayfield" movie but denies Minor Miracle Productions, LLC was 
intended to be the sole entity to market the movie. Defendant therefore admits to 
the first allegation and denies the second item of Paragraph 11 of the Complaint. 
12. Defendant denies the allegations contained in Paragraph 12 of the 
Complaint. 
13. Defendant WROTE and contributed the script and direction for the 
production of "The Hayfield" movie and therefore admits the allegations of 
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Paragraph 13 of the Complaint. 
14. Defendant denies the allegations contained in Paragraphs 14, 15 and 
16 of the Complaint. 
15. With respect to the allegations contained in Paragraph 17 of the 
Complaint, Defendant admits the he is in possession of a copy of the film 
"The Hayfield" but Defendant denies the balance of the allegations contained 
in Paragraph 17 of the Complaint. 
16. Defendant denies the allegations contained in Paragraph 18, 
19, and 20 of the Complaint. 
17. Paragraph 21 requires no response from Defendant. 
18. Defendant denies the allegations contained in Paragraphs 22, 23,24, 
25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30 and 31 of the Complaint. 
19. Paragraph 32 requires no response from Defendant. 
20. Defendant denies the allegations contained in Paragraphs 33 and 34 
of the Complaint. 
21. Paragraph 35 of the Complaint requires no response from Defendant. 
22. Defendant denies the allegations contained in Paragraphs 36,37 and 
38. 
23. Paragraph 39 of the Complaint requires no response from Defendant. 
24. Defendant denies Plaintiffs are entitled to any relief of any kind from 
Defendant as alleged in Paragraphs 40, 41 and 42 or for any other reason. 
25. Defendant denies generally all allegations that he has not admitted, 
denied, or otherwise answered. 
AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES 
First Affirmative Defense - Failure to State a Claim 
26. The Complaint fails to state a claim upon which relief can be 
granted in that Defendant satisfied all of his obligations, contractual and 
otherwise to Plaintiffs and has no remaining legal obligations to Plaintiffs. 
Second Affirmative Defense - Estoppel 
27. During the course of his dealings with David L. Richards, d/b/a 
Minor Miracle Productions, LLC, and afterwards, Defendant satisfied all of 
Plaintiffs' continuing requests. Plaintiffs cannot now be heard to adopt the 
positions stated in the Complaint that are inconsistent with Plaintiffs' activities 
both before and after the production of the Film. Plaintiffs' claims are barred by 
the doctrine of Estoppel. 
Third Affirmative Defense - Accord and Satisfaction 
28. Plaintiffs and Defendant entered into and performed their respective 
obligations in accordance with the terms of their oral agreements, and otherwise, 
throughout the production of the Film, and after. Plaintiffs accepted Defendant's 
services in full accord and satisfaction of Defendant's obligations of any kind to 
Plaintiffs, including those which are the subject of Plaintiffs' Complaint. 
Fourth Affirmative Defense - Waiver 
29. By knowingly entering into, performing under, and accepting 
Defendant's services in accordance with the terms of their oral agreements, 
and otherwise, throughout the production of the Film, and after, Plaintiffs have 
waived the right to bring the claim that is the subject of this Complaint against 
the Defendant. 
Fifth Affirmative Defense - Ratification 
30. By knowingly entering into, performing under, and accepting 
Defendant's performance in accordance of their oral agreements, and otherwise, 
throughout the production of the Film, and after, Plaintiffs ratified the actions 
taken by Defendant with respect to all of Plaintiffs' rights of any kind. 
Sixth Affirmative Defense - Unclean Hands 
31. By knowingly entering into, performing under, and accepting 
Defendant's performance in accordance of their oral agreements, and otherwise, 
throughout the production of the Film, and after, Plaintiffs, by filing against 
Defendant a Complaint that contains allegations of fact that are inconsistent with 
Plaintiffs' conduct in conformity with those oral agreements, comes to this Court 
with unclean hands. 
Seventh Affirmative Defense - Unclean Hands 
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32. By filing against Defendant a Complaint that contains allegations of 
fact that are inconsistent with the course of conduct chosen and followed by 
Plaintiffs alone, Plaintiffs come to this Court with unclean hands. 
Eighth Affirmative Defense - Plaintiffs' Responsibility 
33. Plaintiffs' inappropriate and incompetent performance of their 
duties in accordance with terms of Idaho law pertinent to limited liability 
companies and in accordance with the terms of the oral operating agreement 
between Plaintiffs and Defendant, was the sole and proximate cause of the 
damages Plaintiffs now pursue. 
Ninth Affirmative Defense - Plaintiffs' Degree of Fault 
34. In the event that Defendant is found to be at fault, Defendant asserts 
that Plaintiffs' fault was equal to or greater than Defendant's. Thus, the doctrine 
of comparative fault bars any recovery by Plaintiffs. Additionally, if Plaintiffs' 
fault be found to be less than Defendant's, any recovery by Plaintiff must be 
reduced in accordance with the fault attributable to Plaintiff and apportioned with 
respect to any fault attributable to Defendant. 
Tenth Affirmative Defense - Violation of Duty of Loyalty 
35. Plaintiffs' Manager and Member, David L. Richards (Richards) has 
violated Idaho Code 53-622 (2) and violated his duty of loyalty to Plaintiff in that 
he has failed to account to Plaintiffs and its members for any profit or benefit 
derived by Plaintiffs and has failed to obtain the -consent of more than one-half of 
number of the disinterested managers or manager. 
Eleventh Affirmative Defense - Violation of Duty of Loyalty 
36. Plaintiffs' Manager and Member, David L. Richards (Richards), 
has violated Idaho Code 53-622(2) and violated his duty of loyalty to Plaintiff 
Minor Miracle Productions, LLC, in that he has used and/or withheld property 
belonging to the LLC without the consent of more than one-half of the number 
of the disinterested members and managers of the LLC. 
Twelfth Affirmative Defense - Failure to Satisfy Legal Requirements 
37. Plaintiffs' Manager and Member, David L. Richards (Richards), has 
violated Idaho Code 53-623 in that he has taken action on behalf of Plaintiff 
Minor Miracle Productions, LLC, in connection with the business of that LLC 
without first obtaining the majority consent of those he claims are the LLC's 
managers. 
Thirteenth Affirmative Defense - Violation of Idaho Law with Respect 
to Contributions 
38. Plaintiffs' Manager and Member David L. Richards (Richards), has 
violated Idaho Code 53-628 and 53-629 in that he has demanded a priority 
distribution of Minor Miracle Productions, LLC profits and assets as a return of 
contributions without benefit of a written agreement allowing such priority. 
Fourteenth Affirmative Defense - Violation of Idaho Law with Respect 
to Distributions 
39. Plaintiffs' Manager and Member, David L. Richards (Richards), has 
violated Idaho Code 53-628 and 53-629 in that he has demanded an unequal 
distribution of profits and assets of Minor Miracle Productions, LLC without the 
benefit of a written agreement allowing such unequal distribution. 
Fifteenth Affirmative Defense - Violation of Idaho Law with Respect 
to Authority to Bring Suit 
40. Plaintiffs' Manager and Member, David L. Richards (Richards) has 
violated Idaho Code 53-659 in that he has brought suit on behalf of Minor 
Miracle Productions, LLC, without the authorization to do so obtained in 
compliance with Idaho Code 53-623 and the consent of the members eligible 
to vote for or against such authority. 
Sixteenth Affirmative Defense - Violation of Idaho Law: 
No Gross Negligence or Willful Misconduct 
41. Plaintiffs have violated Idaho Code 53-622 in that they have failed 
to allege any acts of omissions that constitute gross negligence or willful 
misconduct by Defendant. 
Seventeenth Affirmative Defense - Violation of the Statute of Limitations 
42. Plaintiffs have violated the Statute of Limitations in that they have 
failed to bring this action within the time allowed by law. 
?1=:7 
Eighteenth Affirmative Defense .. Statute of Frauds 
43. Plaintiffs David L. Richards and Minor Miracle Productions, LLC 
had no written contract, operating agreement or signed promissory note of any 
kind executed by or with Randy Starkey at any time, therefore Defendant asserts a 
defense of Statute of Frauds with burden of proof required of Plaintiffs to 
produce a written contract signed by Defendant Randy Starkey or abandon any 
and all monetary claims against Defendant. Plaintiffs have in their pleadings 
asserted agreement between the parties has greatly exceeded a term of one year. 
COUNTERCLAIM AND COMPLAINT 
44. Plaintiff David L. Richards is in the possession of certain documents, 
namely actor and extra release forms, called "clearance forms" within the motion 
picture industry, which were executed by cast members, and extras, who 
participated in the production of the Film. 
45. In order to effectively negotiate a distribution agreement of the 
Film, the producers of the Film must be able to demonstrate that these 
"clearance forms" exist for everyone who appears in the Film. 
46. On information and belief, Plaintiff Richards is in possession of 
other personal property that is important to the successful exploitation of t 
the Film. 
47. Although Defendant is now acting Pro Se, Defendant did engage the 
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legal services of the law fmn of Moffatt Thomas Barrett Rock and Fields, 
Chartered, to defend this action for nearly a year. Defendant has incurred 
attorney fees and costs during the engagement of that law fmn. The Defendant 
is entitled to recover his attorney fees and other costs of defense from the Plaintiffs 
pursuant to the contract as well as Idaho Code Sections 12-120 and 12-121. 
WHEREFORE, the DefendantiCounterclaimant, hereinafter referred 
to as "the Defendant," prays that any relief requests by Plaintiffs be denied, and 
that Defendant be granted relief as follows: 
1. Defendant prays that the court temporarily enjoin Plaintiffs from 
damaging, altering, destroying or disposing in any way of any of the clearance 
form releases previously cited pending the entry of a fmal order in this action; 
2. Dismiss the Complaint with prejudice, and fmd that the Plaintiffs 
take nothing thereby; 
3. Enter a judgment in favor of the Defendant and against the Plaintiffs 
for money damages in an amount to be proven at trial; 
4. A ward the Defendant his attorney fees, costs and disbursements 
incurred in connection with this litigation; and 
5. Grant the Defendant such further relief as the Court deems just and 
equitable under the circumstances. 
DEMAND FOR JURY TRIAL 
The DefendantlCounterc1aimant demands a jury trial for all 
claims and causes of action stated by this Answer pursuant to Rule 38 of the 
Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure. 
DATED this 21 ~day of November, 2009 
DefendantiCounterc1aimant Pro Se 
Randy Starkey 
1014 Street Road 
Kingston Springs, Tennessee 37082 
Telephone No. (615) 952-9606 
Defendant Pro Se 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SIXTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BANNOCK 
) 
McrNOR~RACLE ) 
PRODUCTIONS, LLC, ) 
and DAVID L. RICHARDS ) 
) 
Plaintiffsl ) 
Counterdefendants ) 
) 
vs. ) 
) 
RANDY STARKEY, ) 
) 
Defendant, Pro Se ) 
and Counterclaimant ) 
--------------------~) 
Case No. CY -ZOO8-3920-OC 
MOTION FOR 
CORRECTED 
AMENDED ANSWER TO 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 
WITH COUNTERCLAIM 
COMES NOW the defendanticounterclaimantpro se Randy Starkey and moves 
to Correct his Amended Answer and Counterclaim to Plaintiffs' Amended 
Complaint as accompanied by the Corrected Amended Answer. Defendant 
261 
• _"' > <';'>,{;.,> .. ,, ,.". '.: M::~l(i.£,'9.Jjt?:.Y :::.~ '---;-- ~~ 7~""':: - -'''"",-.• ~~--,- . ..,..,.. ,7"--:-,,:-' '.-~ 
realized a clerical error in his Amended An--swet after filing the previous week 
and seeks this corrected addition of the Eighteenth Affinnative Defense - Statute of 
Frauds corrected and added as Paragraph 43 per the enclosed. 
DATED this .2 o/f'1 day of November, 2009 
'Randy tkey) 
DefendantiCountercIaimant Pro Se 
Randy Starkey 
1014 Street Road 
Kingston Springs, Tennessee 37082 
Telepbone No. (615) 952-9606 
Defendant Pro Se 
,,'.; i'. 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SIXTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BANNOCK 
) 
MINOR MIRACLE ) 
PRODUCTIONS, LLC, ) 
and DAVID L. RICHARDS ) 
) 
Plaintiffsl ) 
Counterdefendants ) 
) 
vs. ) 
) 
RANDY STARKEY, ) 
) 
Defendant, Pro Se ) 
and Counterclaimant ) 
------------------------) 
Case No. Cy -2008-3920-0C 
MOTION TO 
UNSEAL AFFIDAVITS 
DefendantiCounterclaimant Pro Se Randy Starkey hereby moves to unseal 
all affidavits filed under seal in this case and make them part of the public record. 
The DefendantiCounterclaimant believes in openness and fairness in the pursuit 
of justice. This dispute does not involve minors, national security or other matters 
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that might give rise to a need for concealing material facts of this case. 
This dispute now includes filings in four different Courts. This lawsuit was 
filed in the Sixth Judicial District of the state of Idaho. Another lawsuit in which 
Starkey is a Plaintiff is in the United States District Court for the District of Idaho. 
A third filing for Judicial Dissolution of a Limited Liability Company was filed 
in the Fourth Judicial District Court of the state of Idaho. The fourth filing 
was an interlocutory Motion for Permission to Appeal to the Idaho Supreme 
Court filed in the Idaho Supreme Court. In three courts, David L. Richards and 
his attorneys have filed affidavits under seal. There is no lawful reason why these 
filings must be kept secret. If Richards and his attorneys have the courage of their 
convictions of their allegations and/or objections, let them stand in the light of day 
and let justice be pursued in open proceedings as justice is supposed to be pursued 
in the courts of the United States. Randy Starkey believes this conspiracy of 
concealment proves the truth is not on the side of those who seek concealment. 
It is an abuse of justice and due process to file a lawsuit and then keep the case 
secret. It is a further continuation of the same smear and character assassination 
Richards has committed against Starkey for three years. 
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If Starkey is such an unredeemable scoundrel, what does Richards have to 
hide in his sealed affidavits or those of his accomplices? 
The sealing of lawsuit affidavits shields the authors from the public 
consequences of their own words. He who has nothing to hide hides nothing. 
Those who have a financial stake in a copyright infringement lawsuit, as 
all of those signing the affidavits do have, should not be granted special privilege 
to hide their words from public view. 
Starkey asserts his rights to Due Process of Law are violated by hiding 
affidavits from public view. These sealed affidavits are an inherent smear 
against Starkey. Starkey has stated his defenses and counter claims openly. 
Justice demands Richards do the same. Others with knowledge of facts contrary 
to those contained in these sealed affidavits are prevented from knowing of 
the lies presented to the Court in the filings. Starkey demands the light of 
truth be allowed to shine. The Memorandum to Support the Motion to Unseal 
Affidavits is attached herewith. 
Respectfully Submitted this 1M day of December 
tarkey 
DefendantiCounterclaimant PoSe 
Randy Starkey 
1014 Street Road 
Kingston Springs, Tennessee 37082 
Telephone No. (615) 952-9606 
Defendant! Counterclaimant Pro Se 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SIXTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BANNOCK 
) 
MINOR MIRACLE ) 
PRODUCTIONS, LLC, ) 
and DAVID L. RICHARDS, ) 
) 
Plaintiffs/Counterdefendants ) 
) 
vs. ) 
) 
RANDY STARKEY, ) 
Pro Se ) 
DefendantlCounterclaimant. ) 
----------------------) 
Case No. CY-2008-3920-0C 
MEMORANDUM TO 
SUPPORT MOTION TO 
UNSEAL AFFIDAVITS 
FILED UNDER SEAL 
MEMORANDUM TO SuppORT MOTION TO UNSEAL AFFIDAVITS 
1. David L. Richards and his attorneys have fIled affIdavits and other 
documents with this Court which are not only false but the individuals executing 
them knew they were false and material to the case when they signed them. 
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2. Richards has asserted Minor Miracle Productions, LLC owns the web 
site www.thehayfieldmovie.com This is a demonstrably false statement. 
Starkey registered the domain name himself and paid for it back in 2006 and 
has written documentation to prove it. Further, Randy Starkey and his wife, 
Janice, paid the monthly fee for the web hosting of the site from the time it was 
first set up on the Internet until David L. Richards and Skyler Proctor 
unlawfully intruded and temporarily seized control over the site in the fall of 2008. 
3. Skyler Proctor admitted having taken over the web site and changed the 
website control panel password in his signed affidavit. He claims he did so 
under authority of Minor Miracle Productions, LLC which, for all practical 
purposes, itselfhas been hijacked by David L. Richards. Although Starkey 
is one of two members of the limited liability company, Richards has usurped 
total control over the LLC without Starkey's knowledge or consent and caused 
a lawsuit to be filed against Starkey in violation of Idaho state law. Richards and 
Proctor acted together to hijack the web site which the evidence clearly shows 
is the sole property of Randy Starkey. Proctor had no authority to seize control 
of the web site, change the web site pages and password as he did 
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4. David Poag asserts he worked for Minor Miracle Productions, LLC. Poag 
and Starkey have a signed agreement which clearly states Starkey is the sole 
copyright owner of "The Hayfield" and even lists the copyright registration number. 
The agreement between Starkey and Poag states Poag was to be paid a daily rate 
by Minor Miracle Productions, LLC, but any shared profits due Poag were to be 
from Starkey's share of the proceeds of the movie. Minor Miracle Productions, 
LLC had no obligation to pay Poag from future revenues, if any, of the LLC. 
Richards was well aware of this agreement between Starkey and Poag at the time it 
was signed. 
5. Much of the intentional misinformation about the business role of Minor 
Miracle Productions, LLC has been deliberately asserted in this dispute to hide 
an understanding of its role. Almost all feature motion pictures involve the 
setting up of production companies as limited liability companies for the duration 
of production - the actual shooting of the movie. The purpose of creating those 
LLC's is to shield the filmmakers from potential personal liability during the actual 
shooting process which involves a lot of people and potential risk of accidents. 
6. There is not necessarily a chain of title of ownership from the copyright 
owner to the LLC making the movie. This is why, without an assignment of 
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copyright or a license, Minor Miracle Productions, LLC does not own any of the 
rights to the movie. No transfer, assignment or license was ever executed granting 
copyright rights to the movie to Minor Miracle Productions, LLC. Nor was any 
such document ever executed to grant those exclusive rights to David L. Richards 
or to any other party. 
7. Skyler Proctor knew Starkey owned the copyright to the movie since he 
and Starkey had been working on the movie when this dispute arose and Proctor 
was then living in Starkey's house, rent-free, while assisting in the editing process. 
Starkey had told Proctor on numerous occasions Richards did not own the movie 
because Starkey retained the copyright. Skyler tried to argue, "Dave Richards 
thinks he does (own the movie)." Skyler ultimately chose to side with Richards 
against Starkey. 
8. Proctor used leftover computer components and others Starkey purchased 
to build Starkey a computer on which Starkey could edit the movie. After departing 
Starkey's household, Proctor filed a Writ of Immediate Possession of Personal 
Property against Starkey by having the Cheatham County Sheriff serve the Writ 
on Starkey on October 24, 2007, at Starkey's home. The deputy sheriff seized 
Starkey's computer but agreed not to allow Proctor to disassemble the computer 
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before the date of hearing on the matter. The Writ was served without the legally 
required five days advance notice which was a violation ofT.C.A. 29-30-106 
(Tennessee state law) and Starkey'S Due Process rights under the Fourth, Fifth and 
14th Amendments to the U.S. Constitution. The computer was seized unlawfully 
and was done so to try and remove Starkey's ability to edit his own copyrighted 
images contained on it. In a hearing on the matter held on November 5,2007, 
Skyler admitted, under oath, he had lied in the Affidavit filed with the Sheriff 
which had been served to facilitate unlawful seizure. The Honorable Phillip A. 
Maxey, judge of the General Sessions Court of Cheatham County, held that 
the copyrighted data on the computer did not belong to Proctor and the money 
he had been paid for the components was payment in full. Starkey'S computer 
was returned to him and the case was dismissed. 
9. Richards included in his sealed affidavit a document purporting to be some 
kind of mission statement. This is a false document without date or signature that 
had never been seen before by Starkey. Richards was trying to assert an agreement 
between the parties about the business operation and objectives of Minor Miracle 
Productions, LLC when no operating agreement or contract of any kind has every 
been executed. This document is a fraud upon Starkey and upon the Court as it 
falsely portrays an understanding between the parties that never existed. 
10. Having filed a Motion to Compel and the judge having granted the 
Motion, Richards forced Starkey to produce four years of Starkey's federal 
income tax returns. Starkey reciprocated and asked Richards in Discovery 
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to produce the same four years of federal income tax returns and Richards flatly 
refused. Is this Idaho justice? Richards' income tax returns are as relevant to 
Starkey as Starkey'S are to Richards and yet, as usual, Richards demands 
and receives what he wants while Starkey is treated as a second-class litigant 
with no rights to due process whatsoever. By deceit and concealment, Richards 
obstructs justice. 
11. David L. Richards, his attorneys, Skyler Proctor and David Poag have 
falsely presented a role of Minor Miracle Productions, LLC, which simply 
never existed. All of these individuals had been shown or told that Starkey 
is the sole copyright owner of "The Hayfield. " Richards and his attorneys 
have been served with documents, including two Certificates of Copyright 
Registration, which are prima facie evidence of Starkey's copyright. Even 
in the face of this evidence they have falsely sworn Starkey does not own the 
mOVIe. 
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12. Starkey asks this Court to unseal all affidavits of this case and let the entire 
truth be told publicly about this dispute over "The Hayfield" movie. 
Respectfully Submitted this JtJ<fl1 day of December, 2009 
~l!i2t; 1~0CkeY 
DefendantiCounterclaimant 
ProSe 
Randy Starkey 
1014 Street Road 
Kingston Springs, Tennessee 37082 
Telephone No. (615) 952-9606 
Defendant Pro Se 
! , . 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SIXTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BANNOCK 
) 
MINOR MIRACLE ) 
PRODUCTIONS, LLC, ) 
and DAVID L. RICHARDS ) 
) 
Plaintiffsl ) 
Counterdefendants ) 
) 
vs. ) 
) 
RANDY STARKEY, ) 
) 
Defendant, Pro Se ) 
and Counterclaimant ) 
------------------------) 
Case No. CY-2008-3920-0C 
MOTION FOR 
CHANGE OF VENUE 
DefendantiCounterc1aimant Pro Se Randy Starkey hereby moves for 
Change of Venue of this case to the Fourth District Court of the County of 
Ada. Starkey has no confidence that he can receive a fair and impartial 
trial in the present Venue. Starkey attaches a Memorandum to Support 
Page 2 
Motion for Change of Venue. 
Respectfully Submitted this /()/-i,. day of December, 2009 
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Randy Starkey 
DefendantiCounterclaimant Pro Se 
Randy Starkey 
1014 Street Road 
Kingston Springs, Tennessee 37082 
Telephone No. (615) 952-9606 
Defendant Pro Se 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SIXTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BANNOCK 
) 
MINOR MIRACLE ) 
PRODUCTIONS, LLC, ) 
and DAVID L. RICHARDS ) 
) 
PlaintHfsl ) 
Counterdefendants ) 
) 
vs. ) 
) 
RANDY STARKEY, ) 
) 
Defendant, Pro Se ) 
and Counterclaimant ) 
------------------------) 
Case No. CY-Z008-39Z0-0C 
MEMORANDUl\t1 TO 
SUPPORT MOTION 
FOR CHANGE OF VENUE 
1. Statements have been made by this Court which clearly show 
favoritism toward the attorney for the Plaintiff 
2. Starkey was ordered to surrender four years of his federal income 
taxes. Starkey's reciprocal request for the same four year's income taxes 
?7J:: 
Page 2 
from Plaintiff Richards was flatly refused by the Plaintiff Starkey believes those 
records are crucial evidence to the case. He also believes his request for telephone 
records are crucial to his defense. Richards refused to surrender those as well. 
Starkey believes this Court is quick to favor the Plaintiffs' demands in Discovery 
but deny those of the Defendant. 
3. Starkey is being forced to rush to trial without the opportunity to conduct 
adequate Discovery. Starkey is developing an extensive list of individuals from 
whom Starkey will demand pre-trial depositions, both in Idaho and in Tennessee. 
The Court is showing prejudicial favor to Plaintiffs in rushing to trial without 
giving Starkey his guaranteed right to develop a full and effective defense. 
4. The Court has taken every opportunity to protect the Plaintiffs' 
interest without regard to the interests of the Defendant. This Court has 
granted Plaintiffs' demands to seal all affidavits of Plaintiffs, effectively 
making this a secret proceeding. There is no lawful purpose in hiding 
the accusations and allegations of those supporting the Plaintiffs. This is 
a violation of due process and a prejudicial effort to protect the lies of the 
Plaintiffs from the public scrutiny of others who know differently. 
5. Starkey is clearly being treated as "guilty" of something just 
because he is Pro Se and is an outsider. Starkey does not have the burden 
?7F; 
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to prove he has done nothing. Plaintiffs are supposed to have the burden 
of proof but this Court has acted as if Plaintiffs have a presumptive case from 
the outset because Plaintiffs have a local attorney well-known to the Court. 
6. Plaintiffs wish to foreclose Starkey's ability to bring evidence and 
testimony to trial which is damaging to Plaintiffs' case. The Court is assisting 
in that effort. 
7. The Court has never acknowledged Starkey has presentedprimafacie 
evidence that he is the lawful copyright owner of "The Hayfield" movie. Starkey 
has filed documents with this Court which include copies of Certificates of 
Copyright Registration. Copyright law is strictly a federal matter and the law of 
copyright is both clearly set forth in federal statutes and not particularly complex. 
To ignore Starkey's authorship, copyright and exclusive rights in this disputed 
movie is so blatantly prejudicial to Starkey's rights as to preclude a fair and 
impartial trial. If Starkey's prima facie evidence is insufficient to this Court, 
Starkey cannot possibly expect a fair and impartial trial in this Court and is 
fully justified in his belief he has absolutely no chance to prevail in the outcome 
of a trial in this Court. 
Respectfully Submitted this / c1(/1 day ofDecem.ber, -;:-;20r-r0 __ 9---.1i--_. 
Randy claimant Pro Se 
?77 
Randy Starkey 
1014 Street Road 
Kingston Springs, Tennessee 37082 
Telephone No. (615) 952-9606 
Defendant Pro Se 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SIXTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BANNOCK 
) 
MINOR MIRACLE ) 
PRODUCTIONS, LLC, ) 
and DAVID L. RICHARDS ) 
) 
Plaintiffsl ). 
Counterdefendants ) 
) 
vs. ) 
) 
RANDY STARKEY, ) 
) 
Defendant, Pro Se ) 
and Counterclaimant ) 
------------------------) 
Case No. CY-2008;..3920-0C 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
MOTIONS TO UNSEAL 
AFFIDAVITS AND TO 
CHANGE VENUE WITH 
MEMORANDA 
I hereby certify that on the 14th day of December, 2009, I served a true and 
correct copy of Motions to Unseal, Change Venue and Memoranda to 
Plaintiffs' attorney via FedEx courier as follows: f2j, ~ _ 
JaVIer Gabtola 
Cooper and Larsen iRalldy tarkey \ 
151 N. Third Avenue, Suite 210 DefendantiCounterc1aimant Pro Se 
Pocatello, ill 83205 
?7Q 
Gary L. Cooper ISB # 1814 
] avier L. Gabiola ISB #5448 
COOPER & LARSEN, CHARTERED 
151 North Third Avenue, Suite 210 
P.O. Box 4229 
Pocatello, ID 83205-4229 
Phone: (208) 235-1145 
Fax: (208) 235-1182 
Counsel for Plaintiff 
, ;' \ -r . ,~ 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SIXTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BANNOCK 
MINOR MIRACLE PRODUCTIONS, ) 
LLC, an Idaho Limited Liability Company, ) 
) 
Plaintiff/Counterdefendant, ) 
) 
vs. ) 
) 
RANDY STARKEY, ) 
) 
Defendant/Counterclaimant. ) 
-------------------------- ) 
RANDY STARKEY, ) 
) 
Third Party Plaintiff, ) 
) 
vs. ) 
) 
DAVID L. RICHARDS, ) 
) 
Third Party Defendant. ) 
Case No. CV-2008-3920-0C 
MEMORANDUM IN OPPOSITION TO 
MOTION TO UNSEAL AFFIDAVITS 
COMES NOW Plaintiff/Counterdefendant, by and through the undersigned counsel, and 
submits this Memorandum in Opposition to Motion to Unseal Affidavits. 
ARGUMENT 
Plaintiff Minor Miracle Productions ("MMP") and David L. Richards have nothing to hide 
in this matter when they filed sealed affidavits. The reasons for MMP's and Mr. Richards' filing 
MEMORANDUM IN OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO UNSEAL AFFIDAVIT - PAGE 1 
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of sealed affidavits are twofold: First and foremost, this Court entered a Protective Order, as 
reflected at the hearing on October 26 th, 2009, the Court ordered that any documents filed in this 
matter would be filed under seal and directed the parties to have a Protective Order prepared and 
sent to the Court for signature. The Court did enter the Protective Order, a copy of which is attached 
hereto; the second reason for MMP and Mr. Richards's filing sealed affidavits in this matter is to 
prevent DefendantiCounterclaimant Randy Starkey ("Starkey") from raising any claims or 
accusations that Mr. Richards or MMP were infringing upon his alleged and unfounded copyright 
interests. 
The allegations set forth in Starkey's Motion and Memorandum are entirely unfounded. Mr. 
Richards and MMP have nothing to hide in this matter. They did not file seal affidavits for any 
reason other than pursuant to the Court's Order and to avoid any future, unfounded claims by 
Starkey as to his alleged and unfounded copyright claims. 
CONCLUSION 
Based on the foregoing, MMP and Mr. Richards respectfully request that the Court deny the 
Motion to Unseal Affidavits. 
DATED this)J day of December, 2009. 
COOPER & LARSEN, CHARTERED 
BY~~ 
ZJAVIER L. GABIOLA 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that on the~ day of December, 2009, I served a true and correct copy of 
the foregoing to: 
Randy Starkey 
1014 Street Road 
Kingston Springs, TN 37082 
{/ 
1l 
[ ] 
[ ] 
U.S. mail 
Express mail 
Hand delivery 
Fax: 
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Gary L. Cooper ISB # 1814 
Javier L. Gabiola ISB #5448 
COOPER & LARSEN, CHARTERED 
151 North Third Avenue, Suite 210 
P.O. Box 4229 
Pocatello, ID 83205-4229 
Phone: (208) 235-1145 
Fax: (208) 235-1182 
Counsel jar Plaintiff 
, . ;'. 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SIXTH mDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BANNOCK 
MINOR MIRACLE PRODUCTIONS, ) 
LLC, an Idaho Limited Liability Company, ) 
) 
Plaintiff/Counterdefendant, ) 
) 
vs. ) 
) 
RANDY STARKEY, ) 
) 
DefendantiCounterclaimant. ) 
--------------------------- ) RANDY STARKEY, ) 
) 
Third Party Plaintiff, ) 
) 
vs. ) 
) 
DAVID L. RICHARDS, ) 
) 
Third Party Defendant. ) 
Case No. CV -2008-3920-0C 
PROTECTIVE ORDER 
This matter having come before the Court upon Stipulation of the parties, and good cause 
appearing therefor, 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that certain documents requested in various discovery requests 
are confidential and private information, and therefore are subject to this protective order pursuant 
to LR.C.P. 26(c) as follows: 
PROTECTIVE ORDER - PAGE 1 
1. "Confidential" material shall mean: (a) documents produced by a party that are 
designated as confidential by the party that owns or controls the documents, and (b) testimony or 
infom1ation obtained through discovery from a party or its officers, directors, employees, and agents 
that the party designates as confidential. 
2. Access to confidential material shall be restricted to the following "qualified" 
persons: (a) counsel of record in this action; (b) clerical personnel, attorneys, and paralegals 
en",lloyed by the parties or counsel in the ordinary course of assisting counsel in this action; (c) 
expert witnesses and consultants retained by the parties or counsel in this action; and (d) original 
authors, addressees, or recipients of confidential material. Notwithstanding the foregoing, 
confidential material shall not be provided to counsel for any party, or expert witness or consultant 
for any party, unless the individual to whom the document is to be disclosed has either signed this 
Stipulated Protective Order, or has filed a document indicating that the party agrees to be bound by 
this StipUlated Protective Order. 
3. It is the duty of the party claiming confidentiality to identify in writing at the time 
of disclosure the material that is considered to be confidential and covered by this order, such as by 
stamping the term "CONFIDENTIAL" on each document or by designation on the stenographic 
record. Normally, documents may be designated confidential if they contain proprietary 
information, trade secrets, sensitive fmancial information, or other information which could create 
hardship or embarrassment to the designating party if disclosed to persons outside the context ofthis 
litigation. The parties shall refrain from unnecessary designations of confidentiality. 
4. All documents, testimony, and other material designated as confidential hereunder, 
as well as duplicates, notes, memorandums, and other documents referring in whole or in part to 
confidential material, shall be maintained in strictest confidence by those to whom the confidential 
PROTECTIVE ORDER - PAGE 2 
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material shall be disclosed. No confidential material shall be used for any purpose other than 
preparing and litigating this action. Counsel shall inform all persons to whom confidential material 
is disclosed ofthe existence and contents ofthis order and obtain their agreement not to disclose the 
IT1aterial or violate the terms of this order. 
5. Ifit becomes necessary to file with the Court or submit as an exhibit at any hearing 
or trial confidential material or transcripts, depositions, exhibits, pleadings, memorandums, 
documents, or other materials containing, reproducing, or paraphrasing confidential material, such 
filing or submission shall be made under the seal ofthe Court pursuant to the rules of Court for the 
filing and submission of confidential documents. When a party submits "CONFIDENTIAL" 
material under seal to the Court, the Court shall make a determination in the ordinary course whether 
the "CONFIDENTIAL" material is to be filed under seal. A party seeking to file a confidential 
document under seal shall present at ex parte (after reasonable notice to counsel for the party 
designating the document as confidential) an order authorizing the filing of documents under seal 
and then file the document under seal with that order attached. In the alternative, the parties may 
stipulate to an appropriate redaction of the document to protect the confidential information. 
6. Nothing in this order shall operate as an admission by any party that any particular 
document is, or is not, admissible in evidence, nor shall it preclude any party from raising any other 
objection to production. This order shall be without prejUdice to the right of any party to bring 
before the Court at any time an issue regarding the confidentiality, production, or admissibility of 
any particular material. 
7. Any designation of confidentiality by the producing party may be challenged by the 
receiving party. The party making such challenge shall first consult with the producing party in an 
attempt to resolve the disputed confidential designation, or agree upon an appropriate redaction to 
PROTECTIVE ORDER - PAGE 3 
allow use of the redacted document as non-confidential. In the event the parties are unable to 
resolve the dispute, the matter shall be submitted to the Court for resolution. Pending such 
resolution, the information in question shall be treated as confidential in accordance with the 
provisions of this Order. 
8. Nothing shall prevent disclose of confidential documents or information to persons 
who are not qualified persons if counsel for the designating party consents in writing to such 
disclosure, or ifthe Court, after an opportunity to hear all parties interested in the matter, orders such 
disclosure. 
9. Within sixty (60) days of the termination of this litigation, including any appeals 
therefrom, documents containing confidential information and all copies and any portions thereof 
shall be returned to the producing party or destroyed, except that counsel may retain pleadings, 
discovery pleadings, depositions, exhibits, and their work product. The provisions of this Order, 
insofar as they restrict the communication and use of certain discovery materials, and the 
infonnation contained therein shall continue to be binding after the conclusion ofthis action. If the 
documents are destroyed, the parties shall notify one another in writing. 
DATED this 3ktday of December, 2009. 
TWSQT-# 
District Judge 
PROTECTIVE ORDER- PAGE 4 
CLERK'S CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that on th£ day of December, 2009, I served a true and correct copy of 
the foregoing to: 
Randy Starkey 
1 0 14 Street Road 
Kingston Springs, TN 37082 
Javier L. Gabiola 
Cooper & Larsen 
P.O. Box 4229 
Pocatello, ID 83205-4229 
PROTECTIVE ORDER - PAGE 5 
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[ ] 
[~ 
[ ] 
[ ] 
[ ] 
Deputy I 
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U.S. mail 
Express mail 
Hand delivery 
Fax: 
U.S. mail 
Express mail 
Hand delivery 
Fax:235-1182 
Gary L. Cooper ISB # 1814 
Javier L. Gabiola ISB #5448 
COOPER & LARSEN, CHARTERED 
151 North Third Avenue, Suite 210 
P.O. Box 4229 
Pocatello, ID 83205-4229 
Phone: (208) 235-1145 
Fax: (208) 235-1182 
Counsel for Plaintiff 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SIXTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STA TE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BANNOCK 
MINOR MIRACLE PRODUCTIONS, ) 
LLC, an Idaho Limited Liability Company, ) 
) 
Plaintiff/Counterdefendant, ) 
) 
vs. ) 
) 
RANDY STARKEY, ) 
) 
Defendant/Counterclaimant. ) 
---------------------------- ) 
RANDY STARKEY, ) 
) 
Third Party Plaintiff, ) 
) 
vs. ) 
) 
DA VID L. RICHARDS, ) 
) 
Third Party Defendant. ) 
Case No. CV-2008-3920-0C 
MEMORANDUM IN OPPOSITION TO 
STARKEY'S MOTION FOR CHANGE 
OF VENUE 
COMES NOW Plaintiff, by and through the undersigned counsel, and hereby submits this 
Memorandum in Opposition to Starkey's Motion for Change of Venue. 
FACTS 
On March 24, 2006, Minor Miracle Production, LLC ("MMP") was organized as a limited 
liability company under the laws of the state ofIdaho. See, Exhibit C (Richards AjJ., Exhibit A), 
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attached to the Affidavit of Javier L. Gabiola ("Gabiola Aff. "). David L. Richards ("Richards") is 
the registered agent for MMP. Id., ~ 2. Richards resides at 11311 North 8400 in Malad, Idaho, and 
the registered office for MMP is at that address. Id. 
Malad is located in the Sixth Judicial District for the State of Idaho. Currently pending 
before the Court is the lawsuit between MMP, Richards and Starkey. See Exhibit A attached to the 
Affidavit of Javier L. Gabiola. 
ARGUMENT 
A. BANNOCK COUNTY, NOT ADA COUNTY IS THE PROPER VENUE FOR 
STARKEY'S PETITION. 
1. Venue is proper where Richards resides and the location of MMP's principal 
place of business. 
Venue is proper in the county in which Richards resides and/or the principal place of 
business ofMMP, pursuant to Idaho Code § 5-404. That statute provides, in relevant part: 
[TJhe action must be tried in the county in which the defendants, or some of 
them, reside at the commencement of the action; ... and provided, further, 
that in all actions against any corporation organized under the laws of the 
state ofIdaho, suit or actions shall be commenced and tried in any county of 
this State where the defendant has its principal place of business or in the 
county where the cause of action arose. 
Richards resides in Malad, Idaho, which is located in Oneida County. Further, Richards is 
the registered agent for MMP, which has its principal place of business in Oneida County. See 
Gabiola Aff., Exh. C (Richards Aff., Exhibit A). Thus, Oneida County would be the proper venue 
for the lawsuit, not Ada County. However, as set forth in the following paragraphs, Bannock 
County is the proper venue. Further, Starkey is not a resident ofIdaho, and under Idaho Code §5-
404, Richards and MMP can chose any county in which to file suit. They chose Bannock County, 
which is proper under the statute. 
MEMORANDUM IN OPPOSITION TO STARKEY'S MOTION FOR CHANGE OF VENUE - PAGE 2 
Further, Starkey cites to no statute that allows him to file suit in Ada County. Section 5-404 
offers no reIiefto Starkey, and expressly precludes him from changing venue to Ada County. Thus, 
the Court should deny Starkey'S motion. 
2. Venue is proper in Bannock County, as a lawsuit is currently pending between 
Richards and Starkey in Bannock County. 
There is no dispute, and Starkey acknowledges in his petition, that a lawsuit is currently 
pending in Bannock County. As a result, venue should remain in Bannock County, pursuant to 
I.R.C.P. 12(b)3), as Ada County would be an improper venue. Additionally, venue should remain 
in Bannock County pursuant to I.R.C.P. 40(e), which empowers this Court to 
[G]rant a change of venue or change the place of trial to another county in 
any civil action as provided by statute, and the judge or magistrate must, 
on motion pursuant to Rule 12(b), change the venue of a trial when it 
appears by affidavit or other satisfactory proof: (A) That the county 
designated in the complaint is not the proper county which by motion 
must be made no later than fourteen (14) days after the party files a 
responsive pleading, or 
* ** 
(C) That the convenience of witnesses and the ends of justice would be 
promoted by the change. [Emphasis added]. 
Pursuant to LR.C.P. 12(b)(3) and 40(e), venue of this matter should remain in Bannock 
County, as Ada County is not the proper county, pursuant to Idaho Code § 5-404. As Richards does 
not reside in Ada County, nor is MMP' s principal place of business in Ada County, the proper venue 
is Bannock County. See Gabiola Ajf., Exh. C (Richards Aff, Exh. A). 
Further, approximately 20 fact witnesses reside in Southeastern Idaho, such as Pocatello, Fort 
Hall and Idaho Falls, which makes Bannock County more convenient for the witnesses. Also, as 
a lawsuit is already pending between the parties in Bannock County, venue is proper there, based 
on judicial economy. See Gabiola Aff. Exhs. A and B. As a result, the Court should deny Starkey'S 
motion. 
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B. STARKEY'S REQUEST FOR CHANGE OF VENUE IS UNTIMELY, LACKS ANY 
STATUTORY BASIS AND SHOULD BE DENIED. 
Starkey apparently implies that he should be entitled to change venue in this matter from this 
Court to a court in Ada County, primarily because he does not believe this Court will give him a fair 
trial. This assertion also lacks merit. 
A motion for change of venue is discretionary with the trial judge unless the movant makes 
a motion under I.R.C.P. 12(b) and presents satisfactory proof of impartiality. Rudd, supra, 105 
Idaho at 11617,666 P.2d at 643-44. A party that alleges that he cannot receive an impartial hearing 
is not a proper ground for change of venue. ld. 
Starkey failed to timely file such a request pursuant to I.R.c.P. 40(e), which required 
Starkey, pursuant to LR.C.P. 12(b), to have filed a request no later than fourteen days after filing a 
responsive pleading. Again, Starkey filed his Answer and Counterclaim on November 8 th, 2008. 
Thus, his request for change of venue was untimely. 
Additionally, Starkey cites to no statute allowing him to change venue to Ada County, which 
I.R.C.P. 40(e) also requires. To the contrary, pursuant to Idaho Code § 5-404, venue is proper in 
Bannock County. Since Starkey is not a resident ofIdaho, the case "may be tried in any county 
which the plaintiff designates in his complaint." Neither Richards nor MMP are residents of Ada 
County. As a result, Richards and MMP were within their rights pursuant to that statute to file their 
Complaint in this county. Finally, Starkey has not put any evidence in the record showing he cannot 
receive an "impartial trial" in Bannock County, as required by Rule 40(e). Once again, Starkey 
believes that argument suffices for facts in the record, and, once again, his position fails for lack of 
any proof of lack of impartiality by this Court. To the contrary, the records shows that this Court 
has allowed Starkey every benefit and courtesy. There is no evidence this Court has favored 
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Richards, or that it is forcing the parties to "rush to trial" especially since no trial setting has been 
issued. Affidavits were sealed in this case to protect the sensitive materials at issue in this case, not 
for the purpose of hiding anything from Starkey. Richards does not and has not made any effort to 
preclude Starkey from introducing evidence - any failure of that is a result of Starkey's own 
conduct. Starkey has not placed any facts in the record to establish he owns any copyright interests 
in this case, despite being given every opportunity by the Court to do so. See Transcript of Hearing, 
September 14th, 2009, pp. 10-12. Again, Starkey fails to produce any factual or valid legal support 
for his request to change venue, and his Motion must be denied. 
CONCLUSION 
Based on the foregoing, Richards requests that the Court deny Starkey's motion for change 
of venue. 
DATED this ~J day of December, 2009. 
COOPER & LARSEN, CHARTERED 
By __ ~~-w~=-__ ~ ________ __ 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that on theJ) day of December, 2009, I served a true and correct copy of 
the foregoing to: 
Randy Starkey 
1 014 Street Road 
Kingston Springs, TN 37082 
~;f 
[ ] 
[ ] 
U.S. mail 
Express mail 
Hand delivery 
Fax: 
MEMORANDUM IN OPPOSITION TO STARKEY'S MOTION FOR CHANGE OF VENUE - PAGE 6 
Gary L. Cooper ISB # 1814 
Javier L. Gabiola ISB #5448 
COOPER & LARSEN, CHARTERED 
151 North Third Avenue, Suite 210 
P.O. Box 4229 
Pocatello, ID 83205-4229 
Phone: (208) 235-1145 
Fax: (208) 235-1182 
Counsel for Plaintiff 
. ". T \.~ 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SIXTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BANNOCK 
MINOR MIRACLE PRODUCTIONS, ) 
LLC, an Idaho Limited Liability Company, ) 
) 
Plaintiff/Counterdefendant, ) 
) 
vs. ) 
) 
RANDY STARKEY, ) 
) 
DefendantiCounterclaimant. ) 
-------------- ) 
RANDY STARKEY, ) 
) 
Third Party Plaintiff, ) 
) 
vs. ) 
) 
DA VID L. RICHARDS, ) 
) 
Third Party Defendant. ) 
STATE OF IDAHO ) 
:ss 
County of Bannock ) 
Case No. CV-2008-3920-0C 
AFFIDAVIT OF JAVIER L. GABIOLA 
IN SUPPORT OF MEMORANDUM IN 
OPPOSITION TO STARKEY'S 
MOTION FOR CHANGE OF VENUE 
JA VIER L. GABIOLA, being first duly sworn upon oath, deposes and states as follows: 
1. I am one of the attorneys representing Respondent David L. Richards in this matter 
and make this Affidavit upon my own personal knowledge and information; 
AFFIDAVIT OF JAVIER L. GABIOLA IN SUPPORT OF MEMORANDUM IN OPPOSITION TO STARKEY'S MOTION FOR 
CHANGE OF VENUE - PAGE 1 
2. Attached hereto as Exhibit A is a copy of the Complaint filed by Minor Miracle 
Productions, LLC against Randy Starkey in the Sixth Judicial District of the State ofIdaho, in and 
for the County of Bannock, Judge David C. Nye presiding; 
3. Attached hereto as Exhibit B is a copy of the Answer and Counterclaim filed by 
Randy Starkey in the aforementioned lawsuit; 
4. Attached hereto as Exhibit C is a copy of the Affidavit of David L. Richards filed in 
Ada County. 
FURTHER SAITH AFFIANT NAUGHT. 
DATED this22-day of December, 2009. 
COOPER & LARSEN, CHARTERED 
fA ~ By-7=r------~--------------JA VIER L. GABIOLA 
SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN TO before me this -a"-iIay of December, 2009. 
NOTARY PUBLIC FOR IDAHO 
Residing at Pocatello 
My Commission Expires: 1'/21 / 13 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certifY that on the ~day of December, 2009, I served a true and correct copy ofthe 
foregoing to: 
Randy Starkey 
1014 Street Road 
Kingston Springs, TN 37082 
M 
[ ] 
[ ] 
u.s. mail 
Express mail 
Hand delivery 
Fax: 
AFFIDA VIT OF JAVIER L. GABIOLA IN SUPPORT OF MEMORANDUM IN OPPOSITION TO STARKEY'S MOTION FOR 
CHANGE OF VENUE - PAGE 3 
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:~~~ 1[[:/,: 
Gary L. Cooper ISB # 1814 
COOPER & LARSEN, CHARTERED 
151 North Third Avenue, Suite 210 
P.O. Box 4229 
Pocatello, ID 83205-4229 
Phone: (208)235-1145 
Fax: (208) 235-1182 
Counsel for Plaintiff 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SIXTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BANNOCK 
; .... ~-. 
MINOR MIRACLE PRODUCTIONS, ) 
LLC, an Idaho Limited Liability Company, ) 
(\\1"1 ;\1 ~J:'1 /\,. 
CASE NO. \. .., t.-<.--UJ\ ..-c:? Jt:..-U- L/IG 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
RANDY STARKEY, 
Defendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
VERIFIED COMPLAINT 
and 
DEMAND FOR JURy TRIAL 
-------------------------) 
COMES NOW the Plaintiff, Minor Miracle Productions, LLC, an Idaho Limited Liability 
Company ("Minor Miracle Productions") by and through its attorneys of record, Cooper & 
Larsen, and its managing member, David L. Richards, as and for its claims for relief and causes 
of action against the above· named defendant, pleads and alleges as follows: 
PARTIES AND JURISDICTION 
1. Plaintiff is, and at all pertinent times has been, a limited liability company organized 
under the laws of the State ofIdaho with its registered office located in Malad City, 
Idaho. 
2. David L. Richards is an individual residing in Oneida County, Idaho and is one dlolliiil"~~!!IIIII_" 
• EXHIBIT 
managers of Plaintiff, Minor Miracle Productions. 
COMPLAlNT AND DEMAND FOR nmv n296r. mlop.l 
I 
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3. Defendant Randy Starkey is an individual residing -at 1014 Street Rd., Kingston Springs, 
Tennessee, and is one of the managers of Plaintiff, Minor Miracle Productions. 
4. Defendant Randy Starkey has transacted business within the State of Idaho, as those 
tenns are used in I. C. §5-514, the Idaho "long ann" statute, and is subject to the 
jurisdiction of the courts of the State of Idaho for the acts giving rise to the claims and 
causes of action contained in this Complaint. 
5. This is an action for an accounting, breach of duty, misappropriation of company property 
and opportunities, and preliminary and/or permanent injunctive relief pursuant to Rule 65 
of the IdallO Rules of Civil Procedure, and an action for monetary damages in excess of 
the $10,000 jurisdictional requirement of this Court" 
6. This Court has jurisdiction over the subject matter of this action pursuant to Idaho Code 
§1-705. 
7. Venue is proper in this Court pursuant to Idaho Code §5-404. 
FACTS PERTINENT TO ALL CLAIMS 
8. On or about March 24, 2006, David L. Richards and Randy Starkey formed a limited 
liability company named Minor Miracle Productions, LLC. 
9. Minor Miracle Productions filed its Articles of Organization with the IdallO Secretary of 
State on March 24, 2006. 
10. David L. Richards and Randy Starkey are the sole members and managers of Minor 
Miracle Productions. 
11. The purpose of Minor Miracle Productions was to produce and market the film "The 
Hayfield." 
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12. David L. Richards contributed the production costs and use of his real property for the 
production of "The Hayfield." 
13. Randy Starkey contributed the script and direction for the production of "The Hayfield." 
14. Minor Miracle Productions is the sole and exclusive owner of the film "The Hayfield." 
15. As members and managers of Minor Miracle Productions, David L. Richards and Randy 
Starkey agreed that the distribution of proceeds from marketing the film "The Hayfield", 
would be used first to repay David L. Richards for the production costs of the film "The 
Hayfield", and then all additional proceeds from marketing the film "The Hayfield", 
would be shared on an equal 50% basis as the sole members of Minor Miracle 
Pi·oductions. 
16. David L. Richards has either paid or has obligated himself on behalf of Minor Miracle 
Productions in the total amount of $827,872.82 in production costs for the film "The 
Hayfield." This amount includes $19,000 in cash which has never been accounted for by 
Randy Starkey. 
17. Randy Starkey is in possession of the film, The Hayfield, which was produced and funded 
by Minor Miracle Productions. 
18. Upon information and belief, it is believed that Randy Starkey has marketed and/or sold 
interests in the film "The Hayfield", and has not accounted for the proceeds of such 
marketing and sales to Minor Miracle Productions so that such proceeds can be used to 
repay David L. Richards for the production costs. 
19. Randy Starkey is in possession of equipment which is the property of Minor Miracle 
Productions and has failed and refused to return said equipment to the possession of 
Minor Miracle Productions. 
COUNT 1. BREACH OF THE DUTY 
20. Plaintiffrealleges, as though set forth fully herein, the allegations of paragraphs 1 - 19. 
21. As a manager and a member of Minor Miracle Productions, Randy Starkey owes a duty of 
loyalty to Minor Miracle Productions which includes the duty to account and hold as 
trustee for it any propeJ.iy, profit or benefit derived from the exploitation, marketing and 
sale of the film "The Hayfield." 
22. Randy Starkey has in his possession equipment which should be returned to Minor 
Miracle Productions along with the reasonable value of the use of said equipment during 
the time it has been in the possession of Randy Starkey. 
23. Randy Starkey has sold interests in the film "The Hayfield", the proceeds from which 
should be accounted for and paid over to Minor Miracle Productions. 
24. Randy Starkey has obligated Minor Miracle Productions without the knowledge or 
consent of David L. Richards. 
25. Randy Starkey is in possession of master copies of the film ''The Hayfield", which should 
be returned to Minor Miracle Productions. 
26. Randy Starkey has breached his duty of loyalty to Minor Miracle Productions and is 
indebted to Minor Miracle Productions for the reasonable rental value of the equipment 
he has usurped to his own use and benefit and is further indebted to Minor Miracle 
Productions for all proceeds he has realized from the exploitation, marketing and sale of 
the film "The Hayfield". The exact amount or value of such indebtedness is not known 
but is believed to be in excess of$100,000 or such amount as is proven at trial. 
27. Randy Starkey has breached his duty of loyalty to Minor Miracle Productions by retaining 
in his possession to the exclusion of Minor Miracle Productions the possession of the 
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certain film production equipment and the master copies ofthe film "The Hayfield", the 
possession of which should be retumed to Minor Miracle Productions. 
28. Randy Starkey has breached the duty ofloyalty to Minor Miracle Productions by failing 
and refusing, despite reasonable requests to do so, to account to Minor Miracle 
Productions for the use by him of the cash, property and opportunities of Minor Miracle 
Productions. Randy Starkey should be ordered to provide said accounting and to pay over 
to Minor Miracle Productions the reasonable value of the use by him of the property and 
opportunities of Minor Miracle Productions. Randy Starkey should be further ordered to 
indemnify and hold harmless Minor Miracle Productions from all liabilities which were 
not authorized. 
29. The amounts Randy Starkey owes Minor Miracle Productions are of a kind and nature for 
which pre-judgment interest should be awarded from and after at least the date of the 
filing of this Complaint or such other date as may be determined by the evidence 
submitted in support of a monetary judgment in this matter. 
30. The subject matter of this lawsuit is a commercial transaction as that term is defined in 
I. C. § 12-120 and Plaintiff is entitled to recover a reasonable attorney fee in prosecuting 
this action. 
COUNT II. INJUNCTNE RELIEF 
31. Plaintiff realleges, as though set forth fully herein, the allegations of paragraphs 1 - 29. 
32. Randy Starkey's refusal to account for and return the property of Minor Miracle 
Productions, including but not limited to film production equipment and the master 
copies of the film "The Hayfield", violates the rights of Minor Miracle Productions to 
said property and is strong evidence that Randy Starkey's continued possession of the 
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same is in violation of the rights of the Plaintiff, is likely to result in waste of said 
property and wi11likely result in great or irreparable injury to the Plaintiff. 
33. Plaintiff Minor Miracle Productions is entitled to the possession of the fihn production 
equipment and the rights to the fihn "The Hayfield", which if such property remains in 
the possession of Randy Starkey it is in jeopardy of being sold to unsuspecting third 
parties and the proceeds lost to Minor Miracle Productions. 
34. Plaintiff Minor Miracle Productions is entitled to a preliminary and permanent injunction 
enjoining Randy Starkey from selling, exploiting or otherwise marketing the film "The 
Hayfield", and from using any and all production equipment which was purchased or 
acquired with funds contributed by David L. Richards. 
WHEREFORE, Plaintiff Minor Miracle Productions, LLC, prays judgment against tlle 
Defendant as follows: 
1. Damages in such sums, in excess of$lO,OOO, as will be proven at the time of trial 
pursuant to the accounting Randy Starkey is obligated to provide for his use and 
exploitation of the property of Plaintiff, together with interest, including pre-
judgment interest, and attorney fees. In the event this matter is uncontested a 
monetary judgment against Randy Starkey in the amount of $827,872.82 which is 
the amount of production costs for the film "The Hayfield"; 
2. For an Order requiring Randy Starkey to return all copies including the master 
copies of the film "The Hayfield", to the possession of Plaintiff along with all 
production equipment which was purchased or acquired with funds contributed by 
David L. Richards; 
3. For a preliminary and permanent injunction enjoining Randy Starkey from selling, 
exploiting or othenvise marketing the film "The Hayfield", and from using any 
and all production equipment which was purchased or acquired with funds 
contributed by David 1. Richards; 
4. For an award of reasonable attorney fees and costs which should be in a minimum 
amount of $25,000 in the event this matter is uncontested; and 
5. For such other and further relief as the Court deems proper under the 
circumstances. 
PLAINTIFF DEMANDS A TRIAL BY JURY 
rJ) 
DATED this :13 day of September, 2008 
COO ~R & LARSEN 
. I 
VERIFICATION 
David L. Richards, being first duly sworn upon oath, deposes and states that he is the 
managing member of Minor Miracle Productions, LLC and has read the foregoing COMPLAINT 
AND DEMAND FOR JURy TRlAL, knows the contents thereof, and believes that the 
_ht~ 
allegations therein are true and correct to the best o~owledge, information and belief. 
/2~r;f~ 
DAVID L. RlCHARDS 
SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN to on oath before me this :22 day of September, 2008. 
Notary Public ofIdaho 
Residing at Pocatello, Idaho 
My Commission expires: I /" ~" - ! 5' 
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Gary T. Dance, ISB No. 1513 
David P. Gardner, ISB No. 5350 
MOFFATT, THOMAS, BARRETT, ROCK & 
FIELDS, CHARTERED 
412 West Center 
Post Office Box 817 
Pocatello, Idaho 83204 
Telephone: (208) 233-2001 
Facsimile: (208) 232-0150 
gtd@moffatt.com 
dpg@moffatt.cOln:· 
James H. Harris, III, Pro Hac Vice Pending 
HARRIS MARTIN JONES SHRUM 
BRADFORD & WOMMACK, P.A. 
49 Music Square West, Suite 600 
Nashville, TN 37203 
Telephone: (615) 321-5400 
Facsimile: (615) 321-5469 
j 3@lawyer.com 
Attorneys for Defendants 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SIXTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BANNOCK 
MINOR MIRACLE PRODUCTIONS, LLC, an 
Idaho Limited Liability Company, Case No. CV-2008-3920-0C 
Plaintiff, ANSWER, COUNTERCLAIM AND 
THIRD PARTY COMPLAINT 
vs. 
RANDY STARKY, 
DefendantlCounterclaimant. 
RANDY STARKY, 
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Third-Party Plaintiff, 
VS. 
DA VID L. RICHARDS, 
Third-Party Defendant. 
COMES NOW the defendant, by and through undersigned counsel, and for his Answer to 
the Complaint, Counter-Claim and Third-Party Complaint, states as follows: 
FIRST DEFENSE 
Plaintiffs complaint fails to state a claim upon which relief may be granted 
against this defendant. 
SECOND DEFENSE 
1. Defendant admits the allegations contained in ~ 1 of the complaint. 
2. With respect to the allegations contained in ~ 2 of the complaint, 
Defendant admits that David L. Richards is an individual residing in Oneida County, Idaho, but 
lacks sufficient knowledge or information to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations 
contained in the balance of the ~ 2. 
3. With respect to the allegations contained in ~ 3 of the complaint, 
Defendant admits that he is an individual residing at 1014 Street Road, Kingston Springs, TN, 
but denies that he is a manager of Plaintiff. 
4. Defendant admits the allegations contained in ~4 of the complaint. 
5. Defendant lacks sufficient lmowledge or information to form a belief as to 
the truth of the allegations contained in ~ 5 of the complaint. 
6. Defendant admits the jurisdictional allegation contained in ~ 6 ofthe 
complaint. 
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7. Defendant admits the venue allegation contained in ~ 7 of the complaint. 
8. Defendant denies the allegations contained in ~ 8 of the complaint. 
9. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge or information to form a belief as to 
the truth of the allegations c(;mtained in ~ 9 ofthe complaint. 
10. Defendant denies the allegations contained in ~ 10 of the complaint. 
11. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge or information to form a belief as to 
the truth of the allegations contained in ~11 ofthe complaint. 
12. Defendant denies the allegations contained in 112 of the complaint. 
13. Defendant admits the allegations contained in 113 ofthe complaint. 
14. Defendant denies the allegations contained in ~, 14, 15, and 16 of the 
complaint. 
15. With respect to the allegations contained in ~ 17 of the complaint, 
Defendant admits that he is in possession of a copy of the film, "TheE.~yfield" (the Film) but 
Defendant denies the balance of the allegations contained in 1 1 7. 
16. Defendant denies the allegations contained in l' 18 and 19 of the 
complaint. 
17. Paragraph 20 of the complaint requires no response from Defendant. 
18. Defendant denies the allegations contained in 11 21,22,23,24,25,26,27, 
28,29, and 30 of the complaint. 
19. Paragraph 31 of the complaint requires no response from Defendant. 
20. Defendant denies the allegations contained in'1 32,33, and 34 of the 
complaint. 
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21. Defendant denies that Plaintiff is entitled to any relief of any kind against 
Defendant. 
22. Defendant denies generally all allegations that he has not admitted, denied, 
or otherwise answered. 
AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES 
First Affirmative Defense - Failure to State a Claim 
23. The complaint fails to state a claim upon which relief can be granted in 
that Defendant satisfied all of his obligations, contractual and otherwise to Plaintiff and has no 
remaining legal obligations to Plaintiff. 
Second Affirmative Defense - Estoppel 
24. During the course of his dealings with David L. Richards d/b/a Minor 
Miracle Productions, LLC, and afterwards, Defendant satisfied all of Plaintiffs continuing 
requests. Plaintiff cannot now be heard to adopt the positions stated in the complaint that are 
inconsistent with Plaintiffs activities both before and after the production of the Film. Plaintiffs 
claims are barred by the doctrine of estoppel. 
Third Affirmative Defense - Accord and Satisfaction 
25. Plaintiff and Defendant entered into and performed their respective 
obligations in accordance with the terms of their orai agreements, and otherwise, throughout the 
production of the Film, and after. Plaintiff accepted Defendant's services in full accord and 
satisfaction of Defendant's obligations of any kind to Plaintiff, including those which are the 
subject of Plaintiffs complaint. 
Fourth Affirmative Defense - Waiver 
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26. By knowingly entering into, performing under, and accepting Defendant's 
services in accordance with the terms of their oral agreements, and otherwise, throughout the 
production of the Film, and after, Plaintiff has waived the right to bring the claim that is the 
subject of this complaint against Defendant. 
Fifth Affirmative Defense - Ratification 
27. By knowingly entering into, performing under, and accepting Defendant's 
performance in accordance of their oral agreements, and otherwise, throughout the production of 
the Film, and after, Plaintiff ratified the actions taken by Defendant with respect to all of 
Plaintiff s rights of any kind. 
Sixth Affirmative Defense - Unclean Hands 
28. By knowingly entering into oral agreements with Defendant, and then 
accepting Defendant's performance, Plaintiff, by filing against Defendant a complaint that 
contains allegations of fact that are inconsistent with Plaintiffs conduct in conformity with those ,_ 
oral agreements, comes to this court with unclean hands. 
Seventh Affirmative Defense - Unclean Hands 
29. By filing against Defendant a complaint that contains allegations of fact 
that are inconsistent with the course of conduct chosen and followed by Plaintiff alone, Plaintiff 
comes to this court with unclean hands. 
Eighth Affirmative Defense - Plaintifrs Responsibility 
30. Plaintiffs inappropriate and incompetent performance of its duties in 
accordance with the terms of Idaho law pertinent to limited liability companies and in 
accordance with the terms of the oral operating agreement between Plaintiff and Defendant, was 
the sole and proximate cause of the damages Plaintiff now pursues. 
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Ninth Affirmative Defense - Plaintiff's Degree of Fault 
3 I . In the event that Defendant is found to be at fault, Defendant asserts that 
Plaintiffs fault was equal to or greater than Defendant's. Thus, the doctrine of comparative fault 
bars any recovery by Plaintiff. Additionally, if Plaintiffs fault be found to be less than 
Defendants' any recovery by Plaintiffmust be reduced in accordance with the fault attributable 
to Plaintiff and apportioned with respect to any fault attributable to Defendant. 
Tenth Affirmative Defense - Failure to Join Indispensable Party 
32. Plaintiff has failed to join a party, namely David Richards, a member and 
manager of Plaintiff, in whose absence complete relief cannot be accorded among those already 
parties. 
Eleventh Mfirmative Defense - Violation of the Duty of Loyalty 
33. Plaintiffs Manager and Member, David Richards (Richards), has violated 
Idaho Code § 53-622(2) and violated his duty ofloyalty to Plaintiffin that he has failed to 
account to the Plaintiff and its members for any profit or benefit derived by Plaintiff and has 
failed to obtain the consent of more than one-half of the number of the disinterested managers 
and managers. 
Twelfth Affirmative Defense - Violation of the Duty of Loyalty 
34. Plaintiffs Manager and Member, David Richards (Richards), has violated 
Idaho Code § 53-622(2) and violated his duty of loyalty to Plaintiffin that he has used and/or 
withheld property belonging to Plaintiff without the consent of more than one-half of the number 
of the disinterested managers and managers. 
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Thirteenth Affirmative Defense - Violation of Duty of Loyalty 
35. Plaintiffs Manager and Member, David Richards (Richards), has violated 
Idaho Code § 53-622(2) and violated his duty ofloyalty to Plaintiff in that he has failed to 
account to the Plaintiff and its members for any profit or benefit derived by Plaintiff and has 
failed to obtain the consent of more than one-half ofthe number of the disinterested managers 
and managers. 
Fourteenth Affirmative Defense - Failure to Satisfy Legal Requirements 
36. Plaintiffs Manager and Member, David Richards (Richards), has violated 
Idaho Code § 53-623 in that he has taken actions on behalf of Plaintiff and in connection with the 
business of Plaintiff without first obtaining the majority consent of those that he claims are 
Plaintiffs managers. 
Fifteenth Mfirmative Defense - Violation of Idaho Law 
With Respect to Contributions 
37. Plaintiffs Manager and Member, David Richards (Richards), has violated 
Idaho Code §§ 53-628 and 53-629 in that he has demanded a priority of distribution of Plaintiff's 
profits and assets as a return of contributions without the benefit of a written agreement allowing 
such priority. 
Sixteenth Mfirmative Defense - Violation of Idaho Law 
With Respect to Distributions 
38. Plaintiffs Manager and Member, David Richards (Richards), has violated 
Idaho Code §§ 53-628 and 53-629 in that he has demanded an unequal distribution of Plaintiffs 
profits and assets without the benefit of a written agreement allowing such unequal distribution. 
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Seventeenth Affirmative Defense - Violation of Idaho Law 
With Respect to Authority to Bring Suit 
39. Plaintiffs Manager and Member, David Richards (Richards), has violated 
Idaho Code § 53-659 in that he has brought suit on behalf of Plaintiff without the authorization 
to do so obtained in compliance with Idaho Code § 53-623 and with the consent of the member 
eligible to vote for or against such authority. 
Eighteenth Affirmative Defense - Violation of Idaho Law: 
No Gross Negligence or Willful Misconduct 
40. Plaintiffhas violated Idaho Code § 53-622 in that Plaintiff has failed to 
allege any acts or omissions that constitute gross negligence or willful misconduct by Defendant. 
Nineteenth Affirmative Defense - Violation of the Statute of Limitations 
41. Plaintiffhas violated the applicable statute oflimitations in the it has 
failed to bring this action within the time allowed by law. 
COUNTERCLAIM and THIRD PARTY COMPLAINT 
42. Plaintiff and/or David L. Richards is in the possession of certain 
documents, namely releases and consent forms (the Releases) executed by cast members, namely 
actors and extras, who participated in the production of the Film. 
43. In order to effectively negotiate a distribution agreement of the Film, the 
producer of the Film must be able to demonstrate that these Releases exist for all cast members 
who appear in the Film. 
44. On infonnation and belief, Plaintiff is in possession of other personal 
property that is important to the successful exploitation of the Film. 
ANSWER, COUNTERCLAIM AND THIRD PARTY 
COMPLAINT - 8 
?11 
Client: 1044574.1 
ATTORNEYS' FEES 
45. The defendant has been required to retain the services of the finn of 
Moffatt Thomas Barrett Rock & Fields, Chtd., to defend this action, and have incurred and will 
incur costs and attorney fees in connection therewith. The defendant is entitled to recover his 
attorney fees and other costs of defense from the plaintiff pursuant to the contract as well as 
Idaho Code Sections 12-120 and 12-121. 
WHEREFORE, the DefendantiCounterclaimantiThird-Party Plaintiff, hereinafter 
referred to as the "Defendant," prays that any relief requests by Plaintiffbe denied, and that the 
Defendant be granted relief as follows: 
1. Defendant prays that the court temporarily enjoin Plaintiff from damaging, 
altering, destroying or disposing in any way of any of Plaintiffs property pending the entry of a 
final order in this action; 
2. Dismiss the complaint with prejudice, and find that the Plaintiff takes 
nothing thereby; 
3. Enter ajudgment in favor of the Defendant and against the Plaintiff for 
money damages in an amount to be proven at trial; 
4. Award the Defendant his attorney fees, costs and disbursements incurred 
in connection with this litigation; and 
5. Grant the Defendant such further relief as the Court deems just and 
equitable under the circumstances. 
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JURY DEMAND 
The DefendantiCounterclaimantlThird-Party Plaintiff demands a jury trial for all 
claims and causes of action stated by this answer pursuant to Rule 38 ofthe Idaho Rules of Civil 
Procedure. 
DATED this 2 day of November, 2008. 
MOFFATT, THOMAS, BARRETT, ROCK & 
FIELDS, CHARTERED 
Gary T. Dance - Of the Firm 
Attorney for Defendants 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this 2 day of November, 2008, I caused a true 
and correct copy of the foregoing ANSWER, COUNTERCLAIM AND THIRD PARTY 
CO MPLAINT to be served by the method indicated bel?d addressed to the following: 
Gary Cooper (/u.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
COOPER & LARSEN ( ) Hand Delivered 
151 N. 3rd Ave., 2nd Floor ( ) Overnight Mail 
P.O. Box 4229 ( ) Facsimile 
Pocatello, ID 83205-4229 
Fax: (208) 235-1182 
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Gary L. Cooper ISB # 1814 
Javier L. Gabiola ISB #5448 
COOPER & LARSEN, CHARTERED 
15 1 North Third Avenue, Suite 210 
P.O. Box 4229 
Pocatello, ID 83205-4229 
Phone: (208) 235-1145 
Fax: (208) 235-1182 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA 
) 
IN THE MATTER OF MINOR MIRACLE ) 
PRODUCTIONS, LLC, an Idaho Limited ) 
Liability Company, ) 
STATE OF IDAHO ) 
:ss 
County of Bannock ) 
) 
) 
Case No. CV-OT-09-20686 
AFFIDAVIT OF 
DAVID L. RICHARDS 
DA VID L. RICHARDS, being first duly sworn upon oath, deposes and states as follows: 
1. I am the Respondent in above referenced matter and make this Affidavit upon my 
personal knowledge and information; 
2. I am the registered agent for Minor Miracle Productions, LLC ("MMP") and I 
cUITently reside at 11311 North 8400, Malad, ID 83252. Attached hereto as Exhibit A is a copy of 
the Articles of Organization for MMP. MMP's principle place of business is in Malad, Idaho; 
3. On October 30th, 2009 I received Randy Starkey's Petition for Immediate Judicial 
Dissolution of a Limited Liability Company for Member Wrongdoing. I received a copy of that 
Petition by overnight mail, as evidenced by a copy of the overnight envelope, which is attached 
hereto as Exhibit B; 
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4. I have never been served with a Summons by Mr. Starkey, nor was I served by a 
process server with the Petition for Immediate Dissolution of a Limited Liability Company for 
Member Wrongdoing; 
5. Approximately 20 witnesses with knowledge offacts relevant to the Petition reside 
in Southeast Idaho, such as Fort Hall, Pocatello, Preston, Malad and Idaho Falls, and Northern Utah, 
such as Logan and Salt Lake City. 
FURTHER SAITH AFFIANT NAUGHT. 
DATED this Id day of November, 2009. 
By/2~~ 
DA VID L. RICHARDS 
SUB~rRIBED AND SWORN TO before me this -'t1 day of November, 2009. 
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ARY PUBLIC FOR IDAHO 
Residing at Pocatello 
My Commission Expires: ~'"'- "/~ IS 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that on theliday of November, 2009, I served a true and correct copy of 
the foregoing to: 
Randy Starkey 
1014 Street Road 
Kingston Springs, TN 37082 
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[)( U.s. mail 
[] Express mail 
[] Hand delivery 
[] Fax: 
RTICLES OF ORGANIZATION 
IMITED LIABILITY COMPANY FF t~:'~ EF .... ~ ..... ..., '" :a-., .. • . ' t ~~.;. " : ~ ' : .'" 
(Instructions on back of application) 
1. The name of the limited liability company is: 
Minor Mi cle Productions L. L. c.. . 
2. The street address of the initial registered office is: 
Malad City, Idaho 83252 
and the n me of the initial registered agent at the above address is: 
David L Richards 
3. address for future correspondence is: 
Malad City, Idaho 83252 
4. Manage nt of the limited liability company will be vested in: 
Manager( ) 0 or Member(s) 0 (please check the approprlalll bolt) 
5. If manage ent is to be vested in one or more manager(s), list the name(s) and 
address( ) of at least one initial manager. If management is to be vested in the 
member( ), list the name(s) and addressees) of at least one initial member. 
Name 
David L Richards, Mana r 
Randy 
Add,. .. 
11311 North, 8400 West, Malad 10 83252 
1014 Street Rd, Kingston Springs TN 37082 
-
6. ~ignatu of at least one person r~~b"for forming the limited liability company: 
Signature: O~ ~~ I Secre1ary of S1IIt8 \De On~--_-J 
TypedN e: David l. Richards ij ~ ~ ~ C)~ 
Signature I J I 
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Gary L. Cooper ISB #1814 
Javier L. Gabiola ISB #5448 
COOPER & LARSEN, CHARTERED 
151 North Third Avenue, Suite 210 
P.O. Box 4229 
Pocatello, ID 83205-4229 
Phone: (208) 235-1145 
Fax: (208) 235-1182 
Counsel for Plaintiff 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SIXTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
ST ATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BANNOCK 
MINOR MIRACLE PRODUCTIONS, ) 
LLC, an Idaho Limited Liability Company, ) 
) 
Plaintiff/Counterdefendant, ) 
) 
vs. ) 
) 
RANDY STARKEY, ) 
) 
DefendantlCounterclaimant. ) 
--------------------------- ) 
RANDY STARKEY, ) 
) 
Third Party Plaintiff, ) 
) 
vs. ) 
) 
DA VID L. RICHARDS, ) 
) 
Third Party Defendant. ) 
STATE OF IDAHO ) 
: ss. 
County of Bannock ) 
Case No. CV -2008-3920-0C 
AFFIDA VIT OF JAVIER L. GABIOLA 
IN SUPPORT OF 
PLAINTIFF/COUNTERDEFENDANT'S 
SECOND MOTION TO COMPEL 
AND 
MOTION FOR SANCTIONS 
JA VIER L. GABIOLA, being first duly sworn upon oath, deposes and states as follows: 
1. I am an attorney of record for Plaintiff/Counterdefendant in the above-captioned 
matter and make this affidavit upon my own personal knowledge and information. 
AFFIDA VIT OF JAVIER L. GABIOLA IN SUPPORT OF PLAINTIFF/COUNTERDEFENDANT'S SECOND 
MOTION TO COMPEL AND MOTION FOR SANCTIONS - PAGE 1 
::nq 
2. Attached hereto as Exhibit A is a true and correct copy of Defendant! 
Counterclaimant's Answers and Responses to Plaintiffs/Counterdefendant's/Third Party 
Defendant's First Set ofInterrogatories and Requests for Production of Documents, dated May 
26,2009. 
3. Attached hereto as Exhibit B is a true and correct copy of Plaintiff/ 
Counterdefendant's letter to Defendant/CountercIaimant, dated January 6, 2010. 
4. Attached hereto as Exhibit C is a true and correct copy of the Court's Order Re: 
Plaintiffs Motion to Amend Complaint and Motion to Compel and Defendant's Motion for 
Permission to Appeal to the Idaho Supreme Court and Motion for Protective Order in Discovery, 
dated October 30,2009. 
DATED this yd day of February, 2010. 
COOPER & LARSEN, CHARTERED 
It\. VIER L. GABIOLA 
V 
SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN TO before me this 3rd day of February, 2010. 
SHANNON FRASURE ~ 
NOTARY PUBLIC 
STATE OF IDAHO 
-
L~ 
NOTARY PUBLIC FOR IDAHO 
Residing at Pocatello. .-}.6 
My Commission Expires: ? .... ~,Q 
AFFIDA VIT OF JAVIER L. GAB lOLA IN SUPPORT OF PLAINTIFF/COUNTERDEFENDANT'S SECOND 
MOTION TO COMPEL AND MOTION FOR SANCTIONS - PAGE 2 
??f,l 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that on the 3rd day of February, 2010, I served a true and correct copy of the 
foregoing to: 
Randy Starkey 
1014 Street Road 
Kingston Springs, TN 37082 ~ 
[ ] 
u.s. mail 
Express mail 
Hand delivery 
Fax: 
AFFIDA VIT OF JAVIER L. GABIOLA IN SUPPORT OF PLAINTIFF/COUNTERDEFENDANT'S SECOND 
MOTION TO COMPEL AND MOTION FOR SANCTIONS PAGE 3 
~?1 
Gary T. Dance, ISB No. 1513 
David P. Gardner, ISB No. 5350 
Moffatt, Thomas, Barrett, Rock & 
Fields, Chartered 
412 West Center 
Post Office Box 817 
Pocatello, Idaho 83204 
Telephone: (208) 233-2001 
Facsimile: (208) 232-0150 
gtd@moffatt.com 
dpg@moffatt.com 
James H. Harris, III, Pro Hac Vice Pending 
Harris Martin Jones Shrum 
Bradford & Wommack:, P.A. 
49 Music Square West, Suite 600 
Nashville, TN 37203 
Telephone: (615) 321-5400 
Facsimile: (615) 321-5469 
j3@lawyer.com 
Attorneys for Defendants 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SIXTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BANNOCK 
MINOR MIRACLE PRODUCTIONS, LLC, an 
Idaho Limited Liability Company, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
RANDY STARKY, 
DefendantiCounterclaimant. 
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Case No. CV-2008-3920-0C 
NSWERS AND RESPONSES TO 
LAlNTIFF'S!COUNTER 
DEFENDANT'SITHIRD PARTY 
DEFENDANT'S FIRST SET OF 
TERROGATORIES AND 
QUESTS FOR PRODUCTION OF 
CUMENTS TO DEFENDANT! 
COUNTERCLA~NTITHIRDPARTY 
PLAlNTIFF 
• EXHIBIT 
g A 
I 
RANDY STARKY, 
Third-Party Plaintiff, 
vs. 
DA VID L. RICHARDS, 
Third-Party Defendant. 
COMES NOW the defendantlcounterclaimantlthird party plaintiff Randy Starkey 
("Defendanf'), by and through counsel of record, Moffatt, Thomas, Barrett, Rock & 
Fields, Chartered and Harris Martin Jones Shrum Bradford & Wommack, P.A., and 
hereby answers and responds to plaintiffs/counterdefendant's/third party defendant's 
first set of interrogatories and requests for production of documents as follows: 
GENERAL OBJECTIONS 
1. Defendant shall respond to the requests as if directed only 
at documents within its possession, custody or control. 
2. This response is based upon documents presently available 
to and located by Defendant and is given without prejudice to Defendant's right to 
produce additional documents at a later date should they become located and available as 
a result of subsequent review of its records or as a result of additional investigation or 
discovery. 
3. By producing or failing to produce some or all of the 
requested documents, Defendant does not concede the relevance or materiality of any 
request or the subject to which it relates. 
4. Defendant objects to all requests to the extent they seek 
documents protected by the attorney-client privilege, attorney work product doctrine or 
any other applicable privilege. 
5. Inadvertent production of privileged intonnation by 
Defendant shall not constitute waiver of any applicable privilege or doctrine, including, 
but not limited to, objections on the basis of competency, confidentiality, relevancy, 
materiality, privilege and/or admissibility as evidence as such objections may apply at 
trial or otherwise in this action. 
6. Defendant objects to the requests to the extent they call for 
the duplicate production of documents previously produced to and/or are already in the 
possession of Plaintiff. 
RESPONSES TO INTERROGATORIES 
INTERROGATORY NO. 1: Please identify each and every person answering these 
interrogatories or providing information to answer these interrogatories. 
ANSWER NO.1: 
Randy Starky, c/o Defense Counsel of Record 
2 Defense Counsel of Record 
INTERROGATORY NO.2: Please provide the name, address and telephone number of 
each and every person known to Randy Starkey, or that of his agents, representatives or 
attorneys, who had knowledge of, or participated in, in any manner, the making, 
production or funding of the Film, prior to, during and after its completion. 
ANSWER NO. 2: 
1 Sonya Chavez (contact information to follow) 
2 Kenneth Belleville (contact infonnation to follow) 
INTERROGATORY NO.3: Please provide the name, address, telephone number, and a 
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summary of the substance of the testimony for each and every witness you intend to call 
at the trial of this matter. 
ANSWER NO.3: Defendant is unsure at this time whom he may call as a witness at the 
trial of this matter. Defendant reserves the right to supplement this discovery response 
and intends to comply with any witness disclosure obligation required by the Court. 
INTERROGATORY NO.4: Please provide the name, address, and telephone number of 
every expert witness you intend to call at the trial of this matter. Pursuant to Idaho Rule 
of Civil Procedure 26(b)( 4)( a) and Idaho Rule of Evidence 705, for each expert witness, 
please provide the following: 
I. Any and all opinions and conclusions (if set forth in a 
report, please produce a copy); 
2. The facts and data supporting the opinions and 
conclusions; 
3. All records, documents, photographs, films, literature or 
other tangible items reviewed, received, generated by such experts in reaching their 
opinions; 
4. The deposition and trial testimony given by your experts in 
the preceding four (4) years, identifYing the name of the party for whom the expert 
testified and whether the party was a plaintiff or defendant; 
5. The rates and/or fees charged by your experts in providing 
expert services; 
6. The background and/or qualifications of such experts. 
ANSWER NO.4: Defendant is unsure at this time whom he may call as an expert 
witness at the trial of this matter. Defendant reserves the right to supplement this 
discovery response and intends to comply with any witness disclosure obligation required 
by the Court. 
INTERROGATORY NO.5: Please identifY all equipment in Randy Starkey's possession 
that pertains to the Film, whether the equipment is still in his possession, and, if not, how 
he disposed of it. 
ANSWER NO.5: Defendant objects to this interrogatory as vague and ambiguous with 
respect to the word "pertains." Subject to, and without waiving this objection, Defendant 
states that he has no equipment that belongs to either Minor Miracle Productions or to 
Dave Richards. He has his ovm computer equipment and his own camera. Both are still 
in his possession. 
INTERROGATOR Y NO.6: Please provide each and every fact upon which you rely in 
your First and Second defenses set forth in your Answer. 
ANSWER NO.6: Defendant objects to this Interrogatory on the grounds that it is vague, 
overbroad, and unduly burdensome. Defendant further submits that plaintiff bears the 
burden of proof in this matter. Without waiving said objections, defendant responds as 
follows: 
Defendant Starkey is not in possession of any equipment belonging to the LLC or to 
Richards. Starkey has not sold any rights to the film "The Hayfield." 
INTERROGATORY NO.7: Please provide each and every fact upon which you rely in 
all Nineteen of your Affirmative Defenses in your Answer. 
ANSWER NO.7: Defendant objects to this Interrogatory on the grounds that it is vague, 
overbroad, and unduly burdensome. Defendant further submits that plaintiff bears the 
burden of proof in this matter. See Answer, Counterclaim, and Third-party Complaint. 
INTERROGATORY NO.8: Please provide a factual basis for the allegations set forth in 
your Counterclaim and Third Party Complaint. 
ANSWER NO.8: Defendant objects to this Interrogatory on the grounds that it is vague, 
overbroad, and unduly burdensome. Without waiving said objections, Richards is in 
possession of releases and consent forms executed by cast members of "The Hayfield. " 
The film cannot be distributed without record of these releases and consent forms. 
INTERROGATOR Y NO.9: Please identify all receipts you have in your possession 
regarding the Film. 
ANSWER NO.9: Defendant has a large number of receipts in his possession regarding 
the film. 
INTERROGATOR Y NO. 10: Please identify the names, addresses and telephone 
numbers of all persons, companies or other entities who gave you money or from whom 
you asked money, towards the production of the Film. 
ANSWER NO.1 0: Defendant received funds from his father-in-law, Kenneth Belleville, 
contact information to follow. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 11: Please identify each exhibit, whether factual or 
demonstrative, you intend to introduce at trial. 
ANSWER NO. 11: Defendant is unsure at this time which exhibits it may introduce at 
the time of this matter. Defendant reserves the right to supplement this discovery 
request. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 12: Please identify the names, addresses and telephone 
numbers of any person, company, or other entity with whom you dealt with in relation to 
the Film. 
ANSWER NO. 12: Defendant objects to this request as overly broad in that Defendant 
cannot remember and has no record of the many people with whom he dealt during the 
production, pre-production, and post-production of the film. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 13: Please identify any websites, whether now existing or not, 
which you created, or had others create, regarding the Film. 
ANSWER NO. 13: www.thehayfieldmovie.com 
INTERROGATORY NO. 14: Please state whether you have sold the rights to the Film. 
If you have, identify the name, address and telephone number of the person, company or 
entity to whom you sold the Film. 
ANSWER NO. 14: No. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 15: Please state the names, addresses and telephone numbers 
of each and every person, company or entity to whom you promised a portion or 
percentage of the profits or ownership ofthe Film. 
ANSWER NO. 15: Defendant has promised a percentage of Defendant's share of the 
film's profits to David Poag, contact information to follow. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 16: Please identify your experience as a producer or director, 
in the Film industry, including, but not limited to, the number of films you have 
produced, edited or directed, the names of such films, and when you produced, edited or 
directed such films. 
ANSWER NO. 16: The Hayfield Movie was the first time Defendant had acted in any of 
these capacities. 
INTERROGATOR Y NO. 17: Please identify any and all statements and agreements, 
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whether oral or not, made by you, excluding any communications between you and your 
attorneys. 
ANSWER NO. 17: Defendant objects to this Interrogatory on the grounds that it is vague 
and overbroad. Defendant is unsure which types of statements or agreement this 
Interrogatory is seeking. Defendant objects to this request as vague and ambiguous with 
respect to the words "statements and agreements." 
INTERROGATORY NO. 18: Please identify any and all statements and agreements, 
whether oral or not, made by David Richards. 
ANSWER NO. 18: Defendant objects to this Interrogatory on the grounds that it is vague 
and overbroad. Defendant is unsure which types of statements and agreements this 
Interrogatory is seeking. Defendant objects to this request as vague and ambiguous with 
respect to the words "statements and agreements." 
INTERROGATORY NO. 19: Please identify whether you have in your possession any 
recorded statements of any person, including yourself, regarding the Film, and the 
manner in which such statements were recorded 
ANSWER NO. 19: Defendant is in possession of several newspaper articles. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 20: Please identify any executed releases or consent forms you 
have in your possession of any cast members of the Film. 
ANSWER NO. 20: Defendant is in possession often to twenty actor and location 
releases. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 21: Please identify whether Randy Starkey has been involved 
in any lawsuit, whether criminal or civil, and, if so, the name of the court in which the 
litigation occurred, the names of the parties to the litigation and the outcome of the 
matter. 
ANSWER NO. 21: Defendant was involved in a civil lawsuit in the General Session 
Court in Cheatham County, TN. The plaintiff was Skyler Proctor. The result of the 
lawsuit was favorable to Defendant. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 22: Please state whether you have sold or given master copies 
of the Film, and, if so, the names, addresses and telephone numbers of any person or 
entity to whom you have sold or given copies, when you sold or gave such copies and the 
amount for which you sold the copies. 
ANSWER NO. 22: No. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 23: Please identifY the name and address of any legal entity 
you have formed or with whom you are associated, the state in which that entity was 
formed and your position with those entities. 
ANSWER NO. 23: Defendant believes that he is a member of Minor Miracle 
Productions, LLC, an Idaho limited liability company. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 24: Please identifY the names, addresses and telephone 
numbers of persons or entities to whom you made promises, before, during or after the 
production of the film. 
ANSWER NO. 24: Defendant objects to this request as overly broad in that Defendant 
cannot remember and has no record of the many people to whom he may have made 
promises during the production, pre-production, and post-production of the film. 
Defendant objects to this request as vague and ambiguous with respect to the word 
"promises. " 
REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTION 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 1: Please produce copies of each and every 
document you intend to use as an exhibit in the above matter. 
RESPONSE NO.1: See Response to Interrogatory No. 11. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO.2: Please provide copies of your personal state and 
federal tax returns for the tax years 2005 to 2008 
RESPONSE NO.2: See attached documents 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO.3: Please produce a copy of any documents 
responsive to all Interrogatories set forth herein. 
RESPONSE NO.3: See attached documents. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO.4: Please produce copies of any and aU 
documents, in any form, you received from David Richards. 
RESPONSE NO.4: See attached documents. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO.5: Please provide a copy of any and all 
documents, in any fonn, you gave to David Richards. 
RESPONSE NO.5: See attached documents. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO.6: Please provide any and all reports, files, 
curricula vitae, fees/rates, deposition and trial testimony for the preceding four (4) years 
and documents identifYing the amounts charged, from trial experts retained by 
defendants or defendants' counsel in this matter. 
RESPONSE NO.6: See Response to Interrogatory No.4. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO.7: Please provide a copy of all receipts you have 
regarding all expenditures made by you for the Film. 
RESPONSE NO.7: See attached documents. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO.8: Please provide a complete copy of all receipts 
reflecting all cash given to you by David Richards. 
RESPONSE NO. 8: Defendant has only his personal bank records reflecting amounts 
given to him by David Richards. See attached documents. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO.9: Please provide a copy of all receipts reflecting 
all money you received from any person, company or entity for the Film. 
RESPONSE NO.9:, Defendant has only his personal bank records reflecting amounts 
given to him by David Richards. See attached documents. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 10: Please provide a copy of any written 
agreements entered into between you or any other person, company or entity regarding 
the Film. 
RESPONSE NO. 10: See attached documents. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 11: Please produce a copy of any and all 
documents, photographs, videos, CD's, DVD's, tapes, or other tangible items you have 
regarding the Film. 
RESPONSE NO. 11: Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that it is vague 
and overbroad, that it calls for the production of documents already in the possession 
and/or control of Plaintiff, and on the grounds that the request is unduly burdensome. 
DATED: SP6 /0 J 
Randy Starkey 
SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN to before me thil~ of May, 2009. 
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GARY L. COOPER 
REED W. lARSEN 
JAV/ER L. GAB/OlA 
Randy Starkey 
1014 Street Road 
Kingston Springs, TN 37082 
COOPER & LARSEN 
151 NORTH 3'd AVE. - 2nd FLOOR 
P.O. BOX 4229 
POCATELLO. 10 83205-4229 
Attorneys at Law 
January 6, 2010 
Re: Minor Miracle Productions, LLC v. Randy Starkey 
Dear Mr. Starkey: 
RON KERL - Of Counsel 
TELEPHONE (208) 235-1145 
FAX (208) 235-1182 
www.cooper-Iarsen.com 
I am writing regarding your discovery responses in this matter. Specifically, you did not 
provide copies of any receipts evidencing the alleged expenses you claim you incurred in making 
the film. I understand from reviewing correspondence between your former attorney, Jim Harris, 
and Mr. Richards' attorney, Deborah Wagnon, that you agreed and admitted you still had receipts 
for those expenses. I request that you produce copies of those documents within one week from 
the date of this letter. 
Additionally, you did not provide copies of any written agreements between you and 
Sonya Chavez or Kenneth Bellville. I also understand you entered into a written agreement with 
David Pogue, and you have not produced that document. Again, please produce the requested 
documents within one week from the date of this letter. 
This letter will fulfill the meet and confer requirements of Rule 37(a) of the Idaho Rules of 
Civil Procedure and is being sent to you in an attempt to resolve this matter in good faith prior to 
filing a Motion to Compel. I want to work with you to resolve these matters without having to file 
another Motion to Compel, and I ask that you agree to do the same. 
Sincerely, 
JLG/sf 
cc: Dave Richards 
08-197 
EXHIBIT 
S 
GaryL. Cooper ISB #1814 
Javier L. Gabiola ISB #5448 
COOPER & LARSEN, CHARTERED 
151 North Third Avenue, Suite 210 
P.O. Box 4229 
Pocatello, ID 83205-4229 
Phone: (208) 235-1145 
Fax: (208) 235-1182 
Counsel for Plaintiff 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SIXTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BANNOCK 
MINOR MIRACLE PRODUCTIONS, ) 
LLC, an Idaho Limited Liability Company, ) 
) 
Plaintiff/Counterdefendant, ) 
) 
vs. ) 
) 
RANDY STARKEY, ) .. 
) 
DefendantiCounterclaimant. ) 
---------------------------) 
RANDY STARKEY, ) 
) 
Third Party Plaintiff, ) 
) 
vs. ) 
) 
DAVID L. RICHARDS, ) 
) 
Third Party Defendant. ) 
Case No. CV-2008-3920-0C 
ORDER RE: PLAINTIFF'S MOTION 
TO AMEND COMPLAINT AND 
MOTION TO COMPEL AND 
DEFENDANT'S MOTION FOR 
PERMISSION TO APPEAL TO 
THE IDAHO SUPREME COURT AND 
MOTION FOR PROTECTIVE ORDER 
IN DISCOVERY 
On October 26, 2009, oral argument was presented on Plaintiffs Motion to Amend 
Complaint and Motion to Compel and on Defendant's Motion for Permission to Appeal to the Idaho 
Supreme Court and Motion for Protective Order in Discovery. 
Appearing on behalf of Minor Miracle Productions, LLC and David L. Richards was Javier 
Gabiola. Randy Starkey appeared pro se. EXHIBIT 
C, 
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The Court, having considered the pleadings on file and the memoranda and affidavits filed 
in support of the motions, and good cause appearing therefor, 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED AS FOLLOWS: 
vr-J 
1. Defendant Randy Starkey's Motion for Permission to Appeal to thc Idaho Supreme 
Court is DENIED. As the Court informed Mr. Starkey at the hearing on September 14,2009 and 
at the hearing on Octobcr 26,2009, Mr. Starkey admitted the Court had jurisdiction over him. /he 
/"'1 tlo//J OilkwcJ //1 .:TII,I(. 12 ('t:;)( I) be f)IIIJ (f."1>Ij, -1/;, eli/lit p ~ -I~fJ or"fer-. 
2. Plaintiffs Motion to Amend Complaint to name David L. Richards as a party is 
GRANTED. Plaintiff is hereby ordered to file his Amended Complaint and serve it upon Mr. 
Starkey. 
3. Plaintiffs Motion to Compel is GRANTED. Mr. Starkey will have thirty (30) days 
from the date ofthis Order in which to serve supplemental discovery responses to Interrogatory Nos. 
2,3,7,9, 12, 17, 18, and 24 and provide complete responses to Plaintiffs Requests for Production 
of Documents. 
4. Defendant Randy Starkey's Motion for Protective Order in Discovery pertaining to 
his tax returns is DENIED. However, the Court shall enter an order applying to both parties that no 
documents produced in discovery can be used outside the parameters of this litigation and consistent 
with the protective order. The Court requests that Mr. Gabiola prepare a protective order and submit 
it to Mr. Starkey for his review and approval prior to the Court's review and signature. 
IT IS SO ORDERED. 
~l 
DATED this 30 day of October, 2009. 
ORDER RE: PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO AMEND COMPLAINT AND MOTION TO COMPEL AND 
DEFENDANT'S MOTION FOR PERMISSION TO ApPEAL TO THE IDAHO SUPREME COURT AND 
MOTION FOR PROTECTIVE ORDER IN DISCOVERY - P AG~~h 
CLERK'S CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that on th&~y of October, 2009, I served a true and correct copy of the 
foregoing to: 
Randy Starkey 
1014 Street Road 
Kingston Springs, TN 37082 
Javier L. GabioJa 
Cooper & Larsen 
P.O. Box 4229 
Pocatello, ID 83205-4229 
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Gary L. Cooper ISB #1814 
Javier L. Gabiola ISB #5448 
COOPER & LARSEN, CHARTERED 
151 North Third Avenue, Suite 210 
P.O. Box 4229 
Pocatello, ID 83205-4229 
Phone: (208) 235-1145 
Fax: (208) 235-1182 
Counsel for Plaintiff 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SIXTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BANNOCK 
MINOR MIRACLE PRODUCTIONS, ) 
LLC, an Idaho Limited Liability Company, ) 
) 
Plaintiff/Counterdefendant, ) 
) 
vs. ) 
) 
RANDY STARKEY, ) 
) 
DefendantiCounterclaimant. ) 
-------------) 
RANDY STARKEY, ) 
) 
Third Party Plaintiff, ) 
) 
vs. ) 
) 
DA VID L. RICHARDS, ) 
) 
Third Party Defendant. ) 
Case No. CV-2008-3920-0C 
PLAINTIFF/COUNTERDEFENDANT'S 
SECOND MOTION TO COMPEL 
AND 
MOTION FOR SANCTIONS 
COMES NOW Plaintiff/Counterdefendant, by and through counsel of record, pursuant to 
Rule 37(a) of the Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure, and hereby moves the Court for an order directing 
DefendantiCounterclaimant to supplement his discovery responses, dated May 26, 2009. See 
Affidavit of Javier Gabiola at Exhibit A. Plaintiff/Counterdefendant has attempted to obtain the 
requested information from DefendantiCounterclaimant by letter dated January 6, 2010. Id. at 
Exhibit B. Furthermore, on October 30, 2009, the Court entered its Order Re: Plaintiffs Motion to 
PLAINTIFF/COUNTERDEFENDANT'S SECOND MOTION TO COMPEL AND MOTION FOR SANCTIONS -
PAGEl 
338 
Amend Complaint and Motion to Compel and Defendant's Motion for Permission to Appeal to the 
Idaho Supreme Court and Motion for Protective Order in Discovery, ordering 
Defendant/CountercIaimant to supplement his discovery responses within thirty (30) days from the 
date of the Order. Jd. at Exhibit C. DefendantiCounterclaimant's discovery deficiencies are more 
fully set forth below: 
MOTION TO COMPEL 
I. INTERROGATORY NO.3: 
Plaintiff/Counterdefendant's Interrogatory No.3 states as follows: 
INTERROGATORY NO.3: Please provide the name, address, telephone number, 
and a summary of the substance of the testimony for each and every witness you 
intend to call at the trial of this matter. 
DefendantiCounterclaimant's answer states he is unsure whom he may call as witnesses and, 
therefore, does not provide any summaries of testimony. However, DefendantiCountercIaimant was 
ordered by the Court on October 30, 2009 (Gabiola Affidavit at Exhibit C) to provide this 
information within 30 days from the date of the Order. To date, DefendantiCountercIaimant has not 
complied with the Court's Order and should be required to do so. 
II. INTERROGATORY NO.7: 
Plaintiff/Counterdefendant's Interrogatory No.7 states as follows: 
INTERROGATORY NO.7: Please provide each and every fact upon which you 
rely in all Nineteen of your Affirmative Defenses in your Answer. 
Defendant/Counterclaimant objects to this interrogatory as being vague, overbroad and 
unduly burdensome and states that "plaintiff bears the burden of proof in this matter." However, 
DefendantiCounterclaimant was ordered by the Court on October 30,2009 (Gabiola Affidavit at 
Exhibit C) to provide this information within 30 days from the date of the Order. To date, 
DefendantiCountercIaimant has not complied with the Court's Order and should be required to do 
so. 
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III. INTERROGATORY NO.9: 
Plaintiff/Counterdefendant's Interrogatory No.9 states as follows: 
INTERROGATORY NO.9: Please identify all receipts you have in your 
possession regarding the Film. 
DefendantiCounterclaimant's answer states, "Defendant has a large number of receipts in 
his possession regarding the film." However, DefendantiCounterclaimant did not identify the 
receipts in any manner, and Plaintiff/Counterdefendant would request that he be required to do so. 
IV. INTERROGATORY NO. 10: 
Plaintiff/Counterdefendant's Interrogatory No. 10 states as follows: 
INTERROGATORY NO. 10: Please identify the names, addresses and telephone 
numbers of all persons, companies or other entities who gave you money or from 
whom you asked money, towards the production of the Film. 
DefendantiCounterclaimant's answer states, "Defendant received funds from his father-in-
law Kenneth Belleville, contact information to follow." However, he did not supply any contact 
information for Mr. Belleville. In addition,Plaintiff/Counterdefendant is not confident this was the 
only person/company/entity from whom Defendant received money towards the production of the 
Film. Therefore, Plaintiff/Counterdefendant would request supplementation of this discovery 
response. 
V. INTERROGATORY NO. 11: 
Plaintiff/Counterdefendant's Interrogatory No. 11 states as follows: 
INTERROGATORY NO. 11 : Please identify each exhibit, whether factual or 
demonstrative, you intend to introduce at trial. 
DefendantlCounterclaimant's answer states, "Defendant is unsure at this time which exhibits 
it may introduce at the time ofthis matter. Defendant reserves the right to supplement this discovery 
request." More than eight months have now passed since DefendantiCounterclaimant provided his 
discovery responses. Therefore, Plaintiff/Counterdefendant believes he has had sufficient time to 
determine which trial exhibits he plans to use and would request supplementation ofthis discovery 
response. 
PLAINTIFF/COUNTERDEFENDANT'S SECOND MOTION TO COMPEL AND MOTION FOR SANCTIONS -
PAGE3 
VI. INTERROGATORY NO. 12: 
Plaintiff/Counterdefendant's Interrogatory No. 12 states as follows: 
INTERROGATORY NO. 12: Please identify the names, addresses and telephone 
numbers of any person, company, or other entity with whom you dealt with in 
relation to the Film. 
Defendant/Counterclaimant objects to this interrogatory as being overly broad and states he 
"cannot remember and has no record ofthe many people with whom he dealt during the production, 
pre-production, and post-production of the film." However, Defendant/Counterclaimant was 
ordered by the Court on October 30, 2009 (Gabiola Affidavit at Exhibit C) to provide this 
information within 30 days from the date ofthe Order. To date, DefendantiCounterclaimant has not 
complied with the Court's Order and should be required to do so. 
VII. INTERROGATORY NO. 17: 
Plaintiff/Counterdefendant's Interrogatory No. 17 states as follows: 
INTERROGATORY NO. 17: Please identifY any and all statements and 
agreements, whether oral or not, made by you, excluding any communications 
between you and your attorneys. 
Defendant/Counterclaimant's answer states, "Defendant objects to this Interrogatory on the 
grounds that it is vague and overbroad. Defendant is unsure which types of statements or agreement 
this Interrogatory is seeking. Defendant objects to this request as vague and ambiguous with respect 
to the words "statements and agreements." PlaintifflCounterdefendant believes Defendant/ 
Counterclaimant may have entered into contracts with Sonya Chavez, Kenneth Belleville, and David 
Pogue, which have not been produced. In addition, other statements and agreements may exist of 
which Defendant/Counterclaimant is aware. Therefore, Plaintiff/Counterdefendant would request 
supplementation of this discovery response. 
VIII. INTERROGATORY NO. 18: 
Plaintiff/Counterdefendant's Interrogatory No. 18 states as follows: 
INTERROGATORY NO. 18: Please identifY any and all statements and 
agreements, whether oral or not, made by David Richards. 
DefendantiCounterclaimant objects to this interrogatory as being overly broad and vague. 
However, DefendantiCounterclaimant was ordered by the Court on October 30, 2009 (Gabiola 
Affidavit at Exhibit C) to provide this information within 30 days from the date of the Order. To 
date, Defendant/Counterclaimant has not complied with the Court's Order and should be required 
to do so. 
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IX. INTERROGATORY NO. 24: 
Plaintiff/Counterdefendant's Interrogatory No. 24 states as follows: 
INTERROGATORY NO. 24: Please identifY the names, addresses and telephone 
numbers of persons or entities to whom you made promises, before, during or after 
the production of the film. 
Defendant!CountercIaimant objects to this interrogatory as being overly broad and states he 
"cannot remember and has no record of the many people to whom he may have made promises 
during the production, pre-production, and post-production of the film." However, Defendant! 
CountercIaimant was ordered by the Court on October 30, 2009 (Gabiola Affidavit at Exhibit C) to 
provide this information within 30 days from the date of the Order. To date, Defendant! 
CountercIaimant has not complied with the Court's Order and should be required to do so. 
X. REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO.7: 
Plaintiff/Counterdefendant's Request for Production No.7 states as follows: 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO.7: Please provide a copy of all receipts you 
have regarding all expenditures made by you for the Film. 
DefendantlCounterclaimant's response states, "See attached documents." However, 
Defendant/CountercIaimant did not provide any attachments with his responses. 
Plaintiff/Counterdefendant would request that he be required to produce the requested 
documentation. 
XI. REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO.9: 
Plaintiff/Counterdefendant's Request for Production No.9 states as follows: 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO.9: Please provide a copy of all receipts 
reflecting all money you received from any person, company or entity for the Film. 
Defendant!CountercIaimant's response states, "Defendant has only his personal bank records 
reflecting amounts given to him by David Richards. See attached documents." First, Defendant! 
CountercIaimant did not provide any attachments with his responses. Second, his answer to 
Interrogatory No.1 0 states he received funds from his father-in-law, Kenneth Belleville. Therefore, 
Plaintiff/Counterdefendant would request that he be required to produce the requested 
documentation. 
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XII. REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 10: 
Plaintiff/Counterdefendant's Request for Production No. 10 states as follows: 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 10: Please provide a copy of any written 
agreements entered into between you or any other person, company or entity 
regarding the Film. 
Defendant/Counterclaimant's answer states, "See attached documents." However, 
Defendant/CountercIaimant did not provide any attachments with his responses. 
Plaintiff/Counterdefendant would request that he be required to produce the requested 
documentation. 
MOTION FOR SANCTIONS 
DefendantlCounterclaimant has failed to comply with the Court's Order of October 30,2009 
and has forced Plaintiff/Counterdefendant to spend additional resources to seek previously-
compelled information. Therefore, pursuant to Rule 37(a)(4) of the Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure, 
Plaintiff/Counterdefendant moves the Court for an award of sanctions against 
DefendantlCounterclaimant for counsel's "reasonable expenses incurred in obtaining the order, 
including attorney's fees ... " 
CONCLUSION 
F or the reasons stated above, Plaintiff/Counterdefendant requests the Court grant his Second 
Motion to Compel and Motion for Sanctions. 
DATED this 3rd day of February, 2010. 
COOPER & LARSEN, CHARTERED 
By~t(;;lt._! r£--=------_ 
JA VIER L. GABIOLA 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that on the 3rd day of January, 2010, I served a true and correct copy of the 
foregoing to: 
Randy Starkey 
1014 Street Road 
Kingston Springs, TN 37082 
U.S. mail 
Express mail 
Hand delivery 
Fax: 
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Gary L. Cooper ISB # 1814 
Javier L. Gabiola ISB #5448 
COOPER & LARSEN, CHARTERED 
151 North Third Avenue, Suite 210 
P.O. Box 4229 
Pocatello, ID 83205-4229 
Phone: (208) 235- 1145 
Fax: (208) 235-1182 
Counsel for Plaintiff 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SIXTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STA TE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BANNOCK 
MINOR MIRACLE PRODUCTIONS, ) 
LLC, an Idaho Limited Liability Company, ) 
) 
Plaintiff/Counterdefendant, ) 
) 
vs. ) 
) 
RANDY STARKEY, ) 
) 
Defendant/Counterclaimant. ) 
--------------------------- ) 
RANDY STARKEY, ) 
) 
Third Party Plaintiff, ) 
) 
vs. ) 
) 
DA VID L. RICHARDS, ) 
) 
Third Party Defendant. ) 
Case No. CV-2008-3920-0C 
ORDER GRANTING 
PLAINTIFF/COUNTERDEFENDANT'S 
SECOND MOTION TO COMPEL AND 
MOTION FOR SANCTIONS 
A hearing was held on Plaintiff/Counterdefendant's Second Motion to Compel and Motion 
for Sanctions on February 22nd, 2010 at 10:30 a.m., pursuant to notice. Appearing on behalf of 
Plaintiff/Counterdefendant was Javier Gabiola. DefendantiCounterclaimant Randy Starkey, pro se, 
did not appear. The Court called Mr. Starkey's telephone number as set forth in the pleadings, but 
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Mr. Starkey did not answer. The Court, having considered the motions, pleadings and affidavits 
submitted in support of Plaintiff/Counterdefendant's Second Motion to Compel and Motion for 
Sanctions, and having received no written or oral objection or response from Mr. Starkey, as well 
as considering the other documents in the record, and good cause appearing therefore, 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, ADmDGED AND DECREED AS FOLLOWS: 
I. That Plaintiff/Counterdefendant's Second Motion to Compel is GRANTED. The 
Court finds that Mr. Starkey has failed to adequately respond and/or answer Interrogatories Nos. 3, 
7,9, 11, 12, 17, 18 and 24 of Plaint iffl Counter defendant's written Interrogatories, which the Court 
ordered DefendantiCounterclaimant to answer pursuant to its Order Re: Plaintiffs Motion to Amend 
Complaint and Motion to Compel and Defendant's Motion for Permission to Appeal to the Idaho 
Supreme Court and Motion for Protective Order in Discovery, filed October 30th , 2009. The Court 
further finds that Defendant/Counterclaimant has failed to answer and/or otherwise respond to 
Request for Production Nos. 7,9 and 10 of Plaint iffl Counter defendant's Requests for Production 
of Documents, which the Court also ordered DefendantiCounterclaimant to answer pursuant to its 
Order of October 30th , 2009; 
2. Plaintiff/Counterdefendant's request for sanctions is also GRANTED. The Court 
finds that pursuant to the aforementioned Order of October 30t\ 2009, the Court ordered 
Defendant/Counterclaimant to submit complete answers and responses to 
Plaintiff/Counterdefendant's written Interrogatories Nos. 3, 7, 9, 11, 12, 17, 18 and 24 and written 
Requests for Production Nos. 7, 9 and 10 in its Order of October 30t\ 2009, and that 
Defendant/Counterclaimant after being requested to supplement his discovery responses pursuant 
to Plaintiff/Counterdefendant's counsel's letter dated January 6t \ 2010 in the record, and that 
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Defendant/Counterclaimant did not comply with the CQurt's Order of October 30th , 2009 and failed 
to submit complete and full answers and responses to Plaintiff/Counterdefendant's written 
discovery. As a result ofDefendantiCounterc1aimant's failure to comply with the Court's Order of 
October 30th , 2009 and the rules of discovery as previously set forth therein, the Court hereby 
imposes the following sanctions: 
a. Mr. Starkey cannot and will not be allowed to use any witnesses that he has 
not disclosed or previously identified through discovery as of the date of this Order; 
b. Mr. Starkey cannot and will not be allowed to use any of the 19 defenses set 
forth in his Answer and Counterclaim, and the aforementioned answers and defenses are 
hereby stricken; 
c. Mr. Starkey cannot and will not be allowed to use any exhibits that he has not 
previously identified through discovery; 
d. Mr. Starkey will only be allowed to submit evidence or proof that he has 
produced through discovery as of the date of this Order; 
e. Mr. Starkey cannot and will not be allowed to submit as exhibits at the trial 
in this matter any documents or other tangible items that he has not previously produced or 
disclosed through discovery in this matter; and 
f. The aforementioned sanctions shall remain in full force and effect unless 
modified by any future and further order of this Court. 
3. The Court GRANTS to Plaintiff/Counterdefendant an award of expenses in the form 
of attorney's fees and costs that it has incurred in filing its second Motion to Compel and Motion 
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for Sanctions and appearing at the hearing. Plaintiff/Counterdefendant shall have 14 days from the 
date of this Order in which to submit an affidavit reflecting the attorney's fees and costs it has 
incurred for said Motion for the Court's review; 
4. The Court further orders both parties to submit their unavailable trial dates within two 
weeks from the date of this Order. 
IT IS SO ORDERED. 
DATED this?,,/~day of February, 2010. 
BY~ 
DAVIDC. NYE 
District Judge 
CLERK'S CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
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I hereby certify that on th~ day of February, 2010, I served a true and correct copy of the 
foregoing to: 
Randy Starkey 
1014 Street Road 
Kingston Springs, TN 37082 
Javier L. Gabiola 
Cooper & Larsen, Chartered 
P.O. Box 4229 
Pocatello, ID 83205-4229 
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Express mail 
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Express mail 
Hand delivery 
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Gary L. Cooper ISB # 1814 
Javier L. Gabiola ISB #5448 
COOPER & LARSEN, CHARTERED 
151 North Third Avenue, Suite 210 
P.O. Box 4229 
Pocatello, ID 83205-4229 
Phone: (208)235-1145 
Fax: (208) 235-1182 
Counsel for Plaintiff 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SIXTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BANNOCK 
MINOR MIRACLE PRODUCTIONS, ) 
LLC, an Idaho Limited Liability Company, ) 
) 
Plaintiff/Counterdefendant, ) 
) 
vs. ) 
) 
RANDY STARKEY, ) 
) 
DefendantlCounterclaimant. ) 
-------------- ) 
RANDY STARKEY, ) 
) 
Third Party Plaintiff, ) 
) 
vs. ) 
) 
DAVID L. RICHARDS, ) 
) 
Third Party Defendant. ) 
STATE OF IDAHO ) 
:ss 
County of Bannock ) 
Case No. CV -2008-3920-0C 
AFFIDAVIT OF JAVIER L. GABIOLA 
RE: ORDER GRANTING 
PLAINTIFF/COUNTERDEFENDANT'S 
SECOND MOTION TO COMPEL AND 
MOTION FOR SANCTIONS 
JA VIER L. GABIOLA, being first duly sworn upon oath, deposes and states as follows: 
1. I am one ofthe attorneys representing Plaintiff in this matter and make this Affidavit 
upon my own personal knowledge and information; 
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2. I submit this Affidavit pursuant to the Court's Order of February 25th , 2010 awarding 
attorney fees and costs to Plaintiff/Counterdefendant in having to prepare for, file and attend a 
hearing on said parties' Second Motion to Compel and Motion for Sanctions; 
3. Attached hereto as Exhibit 1 is a Detail Transaction File List, showing the costs and 
attorney fees incurred by Plaintiff/Counterdefendant in reviewing DefendantiCounterclaimant's 
deficient discovery responses, and preparing Plaintiff/Counterdefendant's Second Motion to Compel 
and Motion for Sanctions. 
4. It is respectfully submitted that the Court award Plaintiff/Counterdefendant the 
amount of $1 ,856.95 as attorney fees and costs it in incurred in having to file the aforementioned 
Motion. 
DATED this 7 day of March, 2010. 
COOPER & LARSEN, CHARTERED 
By /) &g,f 
(:1AVIER L. GAB lOLA 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certifY that on the'? day of March, 2010, I served a true and correct copy of the 
foregoing to: 
Randy Starkey 
1014 Street Road 
Kingston Springs, TN 37082 
[/1--( ] 
[ ] 
[ J 
U.S. mail 
Express mail 
Hand delivery 
Fax: 
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Jate: 03/02/2010 
Trans Teodel 
Client Date Tmkr Task Code 
----
Client 1028197.00 RichardslDavid L. 
28197.00 
28197.00 
28197.00 
28197.00 
28197.00 
26197.00 
28197.00 
28197.00 
28197.00 
7 
7 
12121/2009 JLG 
0111412010 JLG 
0113112010 JLG 
0210312010 SF 
0211812010 JLG 
0211912010 JLG 
0212212010 JLG 
0212212010 JLG 
0212212010 JLG 
7 
10 
10 
12 
6 
6 
• 
Detail Transaction File List 
Cooper & Larsen, Chartered 
Page: 4 
Rate 
250.00 
250.00 
250.00 
250.00 
250.00 
250.00 
250.00 
250.00 
250.00 
2 
b 
Hours 
to8i11 
0.40 
0.30 
2.80 
0.20 
0.30 
1.30 
0.70 
0.50 
351 
Amount 
100.00' Telephone conference with Dave Richards re: Starkey's deficient 
75.00 conference with client re: motion to compel against 
Starkey for tax returns, receipts and contracts 
125.00 Revise motion to compel 
700.00 Review our initial requests for deficiencies; Review 
court's order re: deficiencies of 10-30-09; Draft second motion to 
compel and motion for sanctions; Draft affidavit of Javier L Gabiola 
in support thereof; Draft note of issue and request for trial setting 
50.00 Telephone conference with dient re: motion to compel 
75.00 
325.00 
Pre,oaraticm of order granting motion to compel and for sanctions 
Preparation of affidavit for costs and fees re: motion to compel and 
for sanctions 
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Date: 03/0212010 
Trans Teodel 
Client Oate Tmkr Task Code 
Client 10 28197.00 Richards/David L. 
Detail Transaction File List 
Cooper & Larsen, Chartered 
Rate 
Hours 
to Bill Amount 
8.65 Postage 
21.80 Photocopying Expense (218 pages @ $.1 O/page) 
26.50 Ck #25381 to UPS, Priority to Randy Starkey 
4';t 
Page: 5 
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Tuesday 0310212010 11:16 am 
Gary L. Cooper ISB # 1814 
Javier L. Gabiola ISB #5448 
COOPER & LARSEN, CHARTERED 
151 North Third Avenue, Suite 210 
P. O. Box 4229 
Pocatello, ID 83205-4229 
Phone: (208) 235-1145 
Fax: (208) 235-1182 
Counsel for Plaintiff 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SIXTH mDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BANNOCK 
MINOR MIRACLE PRODUCTIONS, ) 
LLC, an Idaho Limited Liability Company, ) 
) 
Plaintiff/Counterdefendant, ) 
) 
vs. ) 
) 
RANDY STARKEY, ) 
) 
Defendant/Counterc laimant. ) 
--------------------------- ) 
RANDY STARKEY, ) 
) 
Third Party Plaintiff, ) 
) 
vs. ) 
) 
DA VID L. RICHARDS, ) 
) 
__________ ~Th~.i_rG_~_P~ar~Ly~-D __ e[._e_nu~~a_n_t. ____ 1_ 
Case No. CV-2008-3920-0C 
NOTICE OF DEPOSITION 
YOU WILL PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that the Defendant will take the testimony on oral 
examination of Randy Starkey pursuant to Rules 26 and 30(a) of the Idaho Rules of Civil 
Procedure, before an agent ofM&M Reporting Service, a Notary Public, or in case of their inability 
to act or be present, before some other officer authorized to administer oaths, on the 5th day of April, 
2010, at the hour of9:00 a.m., on said day at the offices of Cooper & Larsen, Chartered, 151 North 
3rd Avenue, Pocatello, Idaho. 
NOTICE OF DEPOSITION OF RANDY STARKEY - PAGE 1 
Oral examination will continue from time to time until completed and you are hereby notified 
to appear and take part in the examination. 
'1r1 
DATED this _i_'rday of March, 2010. 
COOPER & LARSEN, CHARTERED 
BY9~ 
, f\ VIER L. GABIOLA 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certifY that on the 1 /}d'ay of March, 2010, I served a true and correct copy of the 
foregoing to: 
Randy Starkey 
1014 Street Road 
Kingston Springs, TN 37082 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SIXTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT IN AND 
FOR THE STATE OF IDAHO, COUNTY OF BANNOCK 
MINOR MIRACLE PRODUCTIONS, LLC, 
an Idaho Limited Liability Company, 
PlaintiffiCounterdefendant, 
vs. 
RANDY STARKEY, 
Defendant/Counterclaimant. 
RANDY STARKEY, 
Third Party Plaintiff, 
vs. 
DA VID L. RICHARDS, 
Third Part Defendant. 
Case No:CV-2008-0003920-0C 
ORDER AWARDING COSTS 
AND FEES AS DISCOVERY 
SANCTIONS 
This Court granted Plaintiff's 2nd Motion to Compel and awarded Plaintiff costs and 
attorney fees associated with that motion. The Court gave Plaintiff two weeks to submit 
documentation regarding those costs and fees. Plaintiff timely submitted the Affidavit of 
Javier L. Gabiola Re: Order Granting PlaintiffiCounterdefendants Second Motion to 
Case No.: CV-2008-0003920-0C 
ORDER A WARDING COSTS & FEES AS SANCTIONS 
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Compel and Motion for Sanctions. That Affidavit was submitted on or about March 5, 
2010. More than two weeks have elapsed and DefendantiCounterclaimant has made no 
objection or response to the Plaintiffs Affidavit. 
THEREFORE, IT IS ORDERED that Plaintiffi'Counterdefendant is awarded costs 
and attorney fees in the amount of $1,856.95 as sanctions in regards to the 2nd Motion to 
Compel. This award is made pursuant to IRCP 37(b). 
DATED this 8-44 day of April, 2010. 
Case No.: CV-2008-0003920-0C 
DAVID C. NYE 
District Judge 
ORDER A WARDING COSTS & FEES AS SANCTIONS 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the Ofih day of April, 2010, I served a true and 
correct copy of the foregoing document upon each of the following individuals in the 
manner indicated. 
Javier Gabiola 
Cooper & Larsen, Chartered 
P.O. Box 4229 
Pocatello, Idaho 
Randy Starkey 
1014 Street Road 
Kingston Springs, TN 37082 
Case No.: CV-2008-0003920-0C 
rYf U.S. Mail 
[] Overnight Delivery 
o Hand Deliver 
o Fax: 
rXL U.S. Mail o Overnight Delivery 
o Hand Deliver 
o Fax: 
Deputy rk 
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Gary L. Cooper ISB # 1814 
Javier L. Gabiola ISB #5448 
COOPER & LARSEN, CHARTERED 
151 North Third Avenue, Suite 210 
P.O. Box 4229 
Pocatello, ID 83205-4229 
Phone: (208)235-1145 
Fax: (208) 235-1182 
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Counsel for PlaintifflCounterdefendant & Third Party Defendant 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SIXTH WDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BANNOCK 
MINOR MIRACLE PRODUCTIONS, ) 
LLC, an Idaho Limited Liability Company, ) 
) 
Plaintiff/Counterdefendant, ) 
) 
vs. ) 
) 
RANDY STARKEY, ) 
) 
DefendantiCounterclaimant. ) 
-------------) 
RANDY STARKEY, ) 
) 
Third Party Plaintiff, ) 
) 
vs. ) 
) 
DA VID L. RICHARDS, ) 
) 
Third Party Defendant. ) 
Case No. CV-2008-3920-0C 
MOTION FOR SANCTIONS AND 
A WARD OF ATTORNEY FEES AND 
COSTS 
COME NOW Plaintiff/Counterdefendant and Third Party Defendant Minor Miracle 
Productions and David L. Richards ("MMP"), by and through undersigned counsel, pursuant to 
LR.C.P. 30(g)(I) and 30(g)(2), moves this Court for an award of sanctions in the form of attorney 
fees and costs which MMP incurred as a result of DefendantiCounterclaimant Randy Starkey's 
failure to attend deposition schedule April 5th , 2010. 
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This Motion is supported by the record herein; the Affidavit of Javier L. Gabiola in Support 
of Motion for Sanctions and Award of Attorney Fees and Costs with attached exhibits filed 
concurrently herewith; and the Memorandum in Support of Motion for Sanctions and Award of 
Attorney Fees and Costs also filed concurrently herewith. 
Oral argument is requested. 
DATED this I J day of April, 2010. 
COOPER & LARSEN, CHARTERED 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that on the I ~ day of April, 2010, I served a true and correct copy ofthe 
foregoing to: 
Randy Starkey 
1014 Street Road 
Kingston Springs, TN 37082 
P1 
[ ] 
[ ] 
U.S. mail 
Express mail 
Hand delivery 
Fax: 
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Gary L. Cooper ISB # 1814 
Javier L. Gabiola ISB #5448 
COOPER & LARSEN, CHARTERED 
15 1 North Third Avenue, Suite 210 
P.O. Box 4229 
Pocatello, ID 83205-4229 
Phone: (208) 235-1145 
Fax: (208) 235-1182 
Counsel for PlaintifflCounterdefendant & Third Party Defendant 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SIXTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BANNOCK 
MINOR MIRACLE PRODUCTIONS, ) 
LLC, an Idaho Limited Liability Company, ) 
) 
Plaintiff/Counterdefendant, ) 
) 
vs. ) 
) 
RANDY STARKEY, ) 
) 
Defendant/Counterclaimant. ) 
---------------------------) 
RANDY STARKEY, ) 
) 
Third Party Plaintiff, ) 
) 
vs. ) 
) 
DA VID L. RICHARDS, ) 
) 
Third Party Defendant. ) 
Case No. CV-2008-3920-0C 
MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF 
MOTION FOR SANCTION AND 
AWARD OF ATTORNEY FEES AND 
COSTS 
COME NOW Plaintiff/Counterdefendant and Third Party Defendant Minor Miracle 
Productions and David L. Richards, by and through the undersigned counsel, and submits this 
Memorandum in Support of Motion for Sanctions and Award of Attorney Fees and Costs. 
FACTS 
On February 25 t,\ 2010 Plaintiff s counsel sent Randy Starkey a letter requesting available 
dates for deposition at the end of March. See Afjidavit of Javier L. Gabiola (HGabiola AfJ.") , 
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Exhibit A. Plaintiffs counsel did not receive any response from Mr. Starkey as to his availability, 
and, thus, sent a Notice of Deposition scheduling his deposition for April 5th , 2010 at 9:00 a.m. at 
the offices of Cooper & Larsen here in Pocatello. See Gabiola AjJ., Exhibit B. 
Between March 17th, 2010 when the Notice of Deposition was served on Mr. Starkey and 
April 5th, 2010, the date designated for his deposition, Mr. Starkey did not send any letter, did not 
make any telephone call or provide any other written correspondence to Plaintiffs counsel 
indicating that he was obj ecting to that date and time for his deposition, nor was any communication 
sent from Mr. Starkey indicating he could not make his deposition at that date and time. See 
Gabiola Aff. 
On April 5t\ 2010, after Plaintiff s counsel spent considerable amount time in preparing for 
Mr. Starkey's deposition, Mr. Starkey failed to appear for his deposition. 
ARGUMENT 
Pertinent Rules to Plaintiffs Motion are LR.C.P. 30(g)(l) and 30(g)(2). Those Rules provide 
as follows: 
Rule 30(g)(l). Failure to attend. If the party giving the notice of the taking 
of a deposition fails to attend and proceed therewith and another party attends 
in person or by attorney pursuant to the notice, the court may order the party 
giving the notice to pay to such other party the reasonable expenses incurred 
by a party and that party's attorney in attending, including reasonable 
attorney's fees. 
Rule 30(g)(2). Expenses. If the party giving the notice of the taking of a 
deposition of a witness fails to serve a subpoena upon the witness and the 
witness because of such failure does not attend, and if another party attends 
in person or by attorney because the party expects the deposition of that 
witness to be taken, the court may order the party giving the notice to pay to 
such other party the reasonable expenses incurred by that party and that 
pmiy's attorney in attending, including reasonable attorney's fees. 
Plaintiffunderstands that the aforementioned Rules indicate that if a party giving notice fails 
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to attend or fails to subpoena the witness to the deposition, the opposing party who does appear is 
entitled to an award of expenses and attorney fees and costs. While the Rule does not expressly state 
where a party has served notice on another party and the other party fails to attend, the Rule should 
be read to encompass that situation, which is the situation here. Mr. Starkey gave no communication 
whatsoever - not by telephone, email or written correspondence - that he was objecting to the 
deposition on April 5th , 2010 or that he was unable to attend. Mr. Starkey's behavior is consistent 
with his failure to attend the last hearings before the Court. Apparently, consistent with Mr. 
Starkey's previously filed affidavits stating that "the rules are for suckers" Mr. Starkey failed to 
abide by the rules, and failed to attend his deposition. 
Plaintiff's counsel went through a great deal of time in preparing for Mr. Starkey's 
deposition. See Gabiola AfJ., Exhibit C. Under the aforementioned Rules, Plaintiff is entitled to an 
award of attorney's fees and costs incurred in Mr. Starkey's failure to attend his deposition. 
DATED this lJ day of April, 2010. 
COOPER & LARSEN, CHARTERED 
BY~~ A VIER L. GABIOLA 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that on the 12 day of April, 2010, I served a true and correct copy of the 
foregoing to: 
Randy Starkey 
1014 Street Road 
Kingston Springs, TN 37082 
~ [ ] 
[ ] 
[ ] 
U.S. mail 
Express mail 
Hand delivery 
Fax: 
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Gary L. Cooper ISB #1814 
Javier L. Gabiola ISB #5448 
COOPER & LARSEN, CHARTERED 
151 North Third Avenue, Suite 210 
P.O. Box 4229 
Pocatello, ID 83205-4229 
Phone: (208) 235-1145 
Fax: (208)235-1182 
.. ".,->, 
. ;':.:-; I. 
Counsel for PlaintifJ!Counterdefendant & Third Party Defendant 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SIXTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BANNOCK 
MINOR MIRACLE PRODUCTIONS, ) 
LLC, an Idaho Limited Liability Company, ) 
) 
Plaintiff/Counterdefendant, ) 
) 
vs. ) 
) 
RANDY STARKEY, ) 
) 
DefendantlCounterclaimant. ) 
-------------) 
RANDY STARKEY, ) 
) 
Third Party Plaintiff, ) 
) 
vs. ) 
) 
DAVID L. RICHARDS, ) 
) 
Third Party Defendant. ) 
STATE OF IDAHO ) 
:ss 
County of Bannock ) 
Case No. CV-2008-3920-0C 
AFFIDAVIT OF JAVIER L. GABIOLA 
IN SUPPORT OF MOTION FOR 
SANCTIONS AND A WARD OF 
ATTORNEY FEES AND COSTS 
JA VIER L. GABIOLA, being first duly sworn upon oath, deposes and states as follows: 
1. I am one ofthe attorneys representing Plaintiff in this matter and make this Affidavit 
upon my own personal knowledge and information; 
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2. Attached hereto as Exhibit A is a copy of confirmation indicating I sent a letter dated 
February 25 t\ 2010 to Randy Starkey requesting his available dates for deposition; 
3. As I did not hear from Mr. Starkey as to what his available dates were, I sent a Notice 
of Deposition setting his deposition for April5 t \ 2010, a copy of which is attached hereto as Exhibit 
B' ,
4. From the time I served the Notice on March 17th , 2010 to April 51h, 2010 I did not 
receive any telephone calls, emails or written correspondence from Mr. Starkey indicating that he 
was unable to attend the deposition on April 51\ 2010, nor did I receive any objection to the Notice 
of Deposition for Mr. Starkey during that time period; 
5. On Apri15 lh, 2010 Mr. Starkey failed to appear for his deposition scheduled for that 
date pursuant to the attached Notice. 
FURTHER SAITH AFFIANT NAUGHT. 
DATED this11-day of April, 2010. 
COOPER & LARSEN, CHARTERED 
SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN TO before me this /rday of April, 2010. 
EUSABETH KLASSEN 
NOTARY PUBLIC 
STATE OF IDAHO NOTARY PUBLIC FOR IDAHO 
Residing at Pocatello 
My Commission Expires: f '/"2. II') 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that on the ,,; day of April, 2010, I served a true and correct copy of the 
foregoing to: 
Randy Starkey 
1014 Street Road 
Kingston Springs, TN 37082 
P1 
[ ] 
[ ] 
u.S. mail 
Express mail 
Hand delivery 
Fax: 
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Delivered III Proof of Delivery i:J 
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Type: Package 
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LOUISVILLE, KY , US 02/26/2010 5:04 AM. 
02/26/2010 1:42 AM. 
SALT LAKE CITY, UT, US 02/25/2010 8:29 P.M. 
02/25/2010 7:19 P.M. 
POCATELLO, ID, US 02/25/2010 6:10 P.M. 
02/25/2010 5:53 P.M. 
US 02/25/2010 5:29 P.M. 
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Proof of Delivery 
Dear Customer, 
This notice serves as proof of delivery for the shipment listed below. 
Tracking Number: 
Service: 
Shipped/Billed On: 
Delivered On: 
Delivered To: 
Location: 
1ZF809R91354546245 
NEXT DAY AIR SAVER 
02/25/2010 
02/26/20102:39 P.M. 
KINGSTON SPRINGS, TN, US 
FRONT DOOR 
Thank you for giving us this opportunity to serve you. 
Sincerely, 
UPS 
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Gary L. Cooper ISB # 1814 
Javier L. Gabiola ISB #5448 
COOPER & LARSEN, CHARTERED 
151 North Third Avenue, Suite 210 
P.O. Box 4229 
Pocatello, ID 83205-4229 
Phone: (208) 235-1145 
Fax: (208) 235-1182 
Counsel/or Plaintiff 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SIXTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BANNOCK 
MINOR MIRACLE PRODUCTIONS, ) 
LLC, an Idaho Limited Liability Company, ) 
) 
Plaintiff/Counterdefendant, ) 
) 
vs. ) 
) 
RANDY STARKEY, ) 
) 
Defendant/Counterc1aimant. ) 
--------------------------- ) RANDY STARKEY, ) 
) 
Third Party Plaintiff, ) 
) 
vs. ) 
) 
DA VID L. RICHARDS, ) 
) 
Third Party Defendant. ) 
Case No. CV-2008-3920-0C 
NOTICE OF DEPOSITION 
YOU WILL PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that the Defendant will take the testimony on oral 
examination of Randy Starkey pursuant to Rules 26 and 30(a) of the Idaho Rules of Civil 
Procedure, before an agent ofM&M Reporting Service, a Notary Public, or in case of their inability 
to act or be present, before some other officer authorized to administer oaths, on the 5 th day of April, 
2010, at the hour of9:00 a.m., on said day at the offices of Cooper & Larsen, Chartered, 151 North 
3rd A venue, Pocatello, Idaho. 
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36~ 
! EXHIBIT 
~ 
I 8 1--=---
Oral examination will continue from time to time until completed and you are hereby notified 
to appear and take part in the examination. 
DATED this 'Irf-day of March, 2010. 
COOPER & LARSEN, CHARTERED 
BY9(~ 
j\ VIER L. GAB lOLA 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
" 
I hereby certify that on the r hay of March, 2010, I served a true and correct copy of the 
foregoing to: 
Randy Starkey 
1014 Street Road 
Kingston Springs, TN 37082 
NOTICE OF DEPOSITION OF RANDY STARKEY - PAGE 2 
D4-. [ ] 
[ ] 
[ ] 
U.S. mail 
Express mail 
Hand delivery 
Fax: 
Gary 1. Cooper ISB # 1814 
Javier L. Gabiola ISB #5448 
COOPER & LARSEN, CHARTERED 
151 North Third Avenue, Suite 210 
P.O. Box 4229 
Pocatello, ID 83205-4229 
Phone: (208) 235-1145 
Fax: (208) 235-1182 
Counsel for Plaintiff 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SIXTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BANNOCK 
MINOR MIRACLE PRODUCTIONS, ) 
LLC, an Idaho Limited Liability Company, ) 
) 
Plaintiff/Counterdefendant, ) 
) 
vs. ) 
) 
RANDY STARKEY, ) 
) 
DefendantiCounterclaimant. ) 
--------------------------- ) 
RANDY STARKEY, ) 
) 
Third Party Plaintiff, ) 
) 
vs. ) 
) 
DAVID L. RICHARDS, ) 
) 
Third Party Defendant. ) 
Case No. CV-2008-3920-0C 
ORDER GRANTING 
PLAINTIFF/COUNTERDEFENDANT'S 
SECOND MOTION FOR SANCTIONS 
AND AWARD OF ATTORNEY FEES 
AND COSTS 
A hearing was held on Plaintiff/Counterdefendant's Motion for Sanctions and Award of 
Attorney Fees and Costs on May 17th , 2010 at 9:00 a.m., pursuant to notice. Appearing on behalf 
of Plaintiff/Counterdefendant was Javier Gabiola. Plaintiff/Counterdefendant David L. Richards 
ORDER GRANTING PLAINTIFF/COUNTERDEFENDANT'S SECOND MOTION FOR SANCTIONS AND A WARD OF ATTORNEY 
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was also present. Defendant/Counterclaimant Randy Starkey, pro se, did not appear. At nine thirty 
a.m., the Court instructed his law clerk Paul Rogers to call out for Mr. Starkey in the hallway, and 
found that Mr. Starkey did not appear. 
The Court, having considered the motions, pleadings and affidavits submitted in support of 
Plaintiff/Counterdefendant's Motion for Sanctions and Award of Attorney Fees and Costs, and 
having received no written or oral objection or response from Mr. Starkey, as well as considering 
the other documents in the record, and good cause appearing therefore, 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED AS FOLLOWS: 
1. That Plaintiff/Counterdefendant' s Motion for Sanctions and Award of Attorney Fees 
and Costs is GRANTED. Pursuant to LR.C.P. 37(b)(2) and LR.C.P. 37(d), the Court awards 
Plaintiff/Counterdefendant the costs and attorney fees he incurred related to the deposition that 
Randy Starkey failed to appear at, after being provided reasonable and proper notice for his 
deposition; 
2. The Court also find that as Mr. Starkey failed to appear for his deposition, pursuant 
to reasonable notice, the Court strikes Mr. Starkey's Answer in this case, and specifically finds, that 
because Mr. Starkey did not appear for his deposition, his conduct constitutes a failure to defend the 
case, and also precludes the PlaintiffiCounterdefendant from being able to prosecute their case in 
being denied their right to depose Mr. Starkey. The Court further finds that this is second straight 
hearing that Defendant Randy Starkey has failed to appear at and also finds that Mr. Starkey has not 
provided any notice to the Court or to Plaintiff/Counterdefendant or its attorneys of any change of 
address or telephone number; and 
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3. The Court directs Plaintiff/Counterdefendant to submit an affidavit reflecting the 
attorney fees and costs they have incurred related to Mr. Starkey's failure to attend his deposition 
within 14 days from the date ofthis order, for the Court's review and upon receipt of that affidavit, 
the Court will enter an order awarding Plaintiff/Counterdefendant its attorney fees and costs related 
to Mr. Starkey's failure to attend his deposition. 
IT IS SO ORDERED. 
DATED this d day of May, 2010. 
By~m~ 
DAVIDC, NYE 
District Judge 
CLERK'S CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that on the21st'day of May, 2010, I served a true and correct copy of the 
foregoing to: 
Randy Starkey 
1014 Street Road 
Kingston Springs, TN 37082 
Javier L. Gabiola 
Cooper & Larsen, Chartered 
P.O. Box 4229 
Pocatello, ID 83205-4229 
[Xl 
[ ] 
[ ] 
[ ] 
[K] 
[ ] 
[ ] 
[ ] 
U.S. mail 
Express mail 
Hand delivery 
Fax: 
U.S. mail 
Express mail 
Hand delivery 
Fax:235-1l82 
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Gary L. Cooper ISB # 1814 
Javier L. Gabiola ISB #5448 
COOPER & LARSEN, CHARTERED 
151 North Third Avenue, Suite 210 
P.O. Box 4229 
Pocatello, ID 83205-4229 
Phone: (208) 235-1145 
Fax: (208) 235-1182 
Counsel for Plaintiff 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SIXTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BANNOCK 
MINOR MIRACLE PRODUCTIONS, ) 
LLC, an Idaho Limited Liability Company, ) 
) 
Plaintiff/Counterdefendant, ) 
) 
vs. ) 
) 
RANDY STARKEY, ) 
) 
DefendantiCounterclaimant. ) 
-------------) 
RANDY STARKEY, ) 
) 
Third Party Plaintiff, ) 
) 
vs. ) 
) 
DAVID L. RICHARDS, ) 
) 
Third Party Defendant. ) 
STATE OF IDAHO ) 
:SS 
County of Bannock ) 
Case No. CV-2008-3920-0C 
AFFIDA VIT OF JA VIER L. GABIOLA 
RE: ORDER GRANTING 
PLAINTIFF/COUNTERDEFENDANT'S 
SECOND MOTION FOR SANCTIONS 
AND AWARD OF ATTORNEY FEES 
AND COSTS 
JA VIER L. GAB lOLA, being first duly sworn upon oath, deposes and states as follows: 
1. I am one ofthe attorneys representing Plaintiff in this matter and make this Affidavit 
upon my own personal knowledge and information; 
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2. I submit this Affidavit pursuant to the Court's Order Granting 
Plaintiff/Counterdefendant's Second Motion for Sanctions and Award of Attorney Fees and Costs 
dated May 21, 2010 awarding attorney fees and costs to Plaintiff/Counterdefendant in having to 
prepare for DefendantiCounterclaimant Randy Starkey's deposition as well as file its Motion for 
Sanctions and Award of Attorney Fees and Costs and attend a hearing on said Motion; 
3. Attached hereto as Exhibit A is a Detail Transaction File List, showing the costs and 
attorney fees incurred by Plaintiff/Counterdefendant in preparing for DefendantiCounterclaimant' s 
deposition and preparing for and attending the hearing on its Motion for Sanctions and Award of 
Attorney Fees and Costs. 
4. It is respectfully submitted that the Court award Plaintiff/Counterdefendant the 
amount of$3,600 as attorney fees and costs it incurred in having to prepare for Mr. Starkey's 
deposition and file the aforementioned Motion. 
. Ii' (,.,f DATED thIS ;1' 1 day of May, 2010. 
COOPER & LARSEN, CHARTERED 
SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN TO before me this 1.11/1. day of May, 2010. 
EUSABETH KLASSEN 
NOTARY PUBUC 
STATE OF IDAHO 
NOTARY PUBLIC FOR IDAHO 
Residing at Pocatello 
My Commission Expires: n /21/IS 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
"V ' 
I hereby certifY that on th~Yday of May, 2010, I served a true and correct copy of the 
foregoing to: " 
Randy Starkey 
1014 Street Road 
Kingston Springs, TN 37082 
\"" [/1 u.s. mail 
[] Express mail 
[] Hand delivery 
[] Fax: 
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~ .... .. .. 
197.00 03/2412010 JlG A 2 250.00 1.00 250.00 Conference with client to prepare for ARCH 
deposition of Randy Starkey 
97.00 04/0112010 JlG A 6 250.00 1.50 375.00 Preparation of exhibits for Starkey ARCH 
deposition 
97.00 04/02/2010 JlG A 10 250.00 1.70 425.00 Further prepare and review exhibits ARCH 
for Starkey deposition 
97.00 0410212010 JlG A 250.00 0.60 150.00 Telephone conference with Dave ARCH 
Richards re: exhibits and questions 
for Starkey deposition 
97.00 04/03/2010 JlG A 10 250.00 2.00 500.00 Further prepare and review exhibits ARCH 
and outlines for Starkey deposition 
17.00 0410412010 JlG A 10 250.00 5.80 1450.00 Further review emails, pleadings and ARCH 
affidavits to prepare out/ines and 
exhibits for Starkey deposition 
17.00 04/05/2010 JlG A 9 250.00 1.50 375.00 Further preparation for deposition of ARCH 
Randy Starkey 
17.00 04/1212010 JlG A 6 250.00 0.30 75.00 Preparation of motion for sanclions ARCH 
for Starkey failing to appear for 
deposition 
• 
EXHIBIT 
I A I 
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Gary L. Cooper ISB #1814 
Javier L. Gabiola ISB #5448 
COOPER & LARSEN, CHARTERED 
1 5 1 North Third Avenue, Suite 210 
P.O. Box 4229 
Pocatello, ID 83205-4229 
Phone: (208) 235-1145 
Fax: (208) 235-1182 
Counsel for PlaintifllCounterdefendant & Third Party Defendant 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SIXTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, TN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BANNOCK 
MINOR MIRACLE PRODUCTIONS, ) 
LLC, an Idaho Limited Liability Company, ) 
) 
Plaintiff/Counterdefendant, ) 
) 
vs. ) 
) 
RANDY STARKEY, ) 
) 
DefendantiCounterclaimant. ) 
--------------------------) 
RANDY STARKEY, ) 
) 
Third Party Plaintiff, ) 
) 
vs. ) 
) 
DAVID L. RICHARDS, ) 
) 
Third Party Defendant. ) 
Case No. CV -2008-3920-0C 
MOTION FOR JUDGMENT ON 
THE PLEADINGS 
COMES NOW PlaintiffiCounterdefendant, by and through undersigned counsel and pursuant 
to LR.C.P. 12(c), requests that the Court enter judgment on the pleadings. 
This Motion is supported by the record herein and the Memorandum in Support of 
Plaintiff/Counterdefendant's Motion for Judgment on the Pleadings. 
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Oral argument is requested. 
DATED this -2- day of July, 2010. 
COOPER & LARSEN, CHARTERED 
BYi7~ 
S1JA VIER L. GABIOLA 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that on the..]. day of July, 2010, I served a true and correct copy of the 
foregoing to: 
Randy Starkey 
10 14 Street Road 
Kingston Springs, TN 37082 
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~~ 
[ ] 
[ ] 
U.S. mail 
Express mail 
Hand delivery 
Fax: 
Gary L. Cooper ISB #1814 
Javier L. Gabiola ISB #5448 
COOPER & LARSEN, CHARTERED 
151 North Third Avenue, Suite 210 
P.O. Box 4229 
Pocatello, ID 83205-4229 
Phone: (208) 235-1145 
Fax: (208) 235-1182 
Counsel for PlaintifJlCounterdefendant & Third Party Defendant 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SIXTH mDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BANNOCK 
MINOR MIRACLE PRODUCTIONS, ) 
LLC, an Idaho Limited Liability Company, ) 
) 
Plaintiff/Counterdefendant, ) 
) 
vs. ) 
) 
RANDY STARKEY, ) 
) 
DefendantiCounterclaimant. ) 
--------------------------) 
RANDY STARKEY, ) 
) 
Third Party Plaintiff, ) 
) 
vs. ) 
) 
DA VID L. RICHARDS, ) 
) 
Third Party Defendant. ) 
Case No. CV-2008-3920-0C 
MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF 
PLAINTIFF/COUNTERDEFENDANT'S 
MOTION FOR JUDGMENT ON THE 
PLEADINGS 
COMES NOW PlaintifflCounterdefendant, by and through the undersigned counsel, and 
hereby submits this Memorandum in Support ofPlaintifflCounterdefendant' s Motion for Judgment 
on the Pleadings. 
ARGUMENT 
This Court on February 25 t\ 2010 entered an Order striking DefendantiCountercIaimant 
Randy Starkey ("Starkey") from being able to introduce any further witnesses or documents due to 
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Starkey's refusal to comply with the Court's Order compelling him to respond to 
Plaintiff/Counterdefendant Minor Miracle Productions' ("MMP") discovery requests. Additionally, 
the Court's most recent Order dated May 21 st, 2010 struck all of Starkey's answers and defenses in 
this case. 
Pursuant to the Court's Orders, MMP is entitled to judgment on the pleadings, directing 
Randy Starkey to return any and all copies of the film, reimburse him for the amounts he expended 
and preliminary injunction against Starkey from further exploiting or selling the film. 
CONCLUSION 
Based on the foregoing, MMP respectfully requests that the Court grant its Motion for 
Judgment on the pleadings. 
DATED this..L day of July, 2010. 
COOPER & LARSEN, CHARTERED 
~ BY--_~b·4·.-IE-R-L-.-G-A-B-I-O-LA--------
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that on the2 day of July, 2010, I served a true and correct copy of the 
foregoing to: 
Randy Starkey 
10 14 Street Road 
Kingston Springs, TN 37082 
yf 
[ ] 
[ ] 
U.S. mail 
Express mail 
Hand delivery 
Fax: 
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Gary L. Cooper ISB # 1814 
Javier L. Gabiola ISB #5448 
COOPER & LARSEN, CHARTERED 
151 North Third Avenue, Suite 210 
P.O. Box 4229 
Pocatello, ID 83205-4229 
Phone: (208)235-1145 
Fax: (208)235-1182 
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Counsel for Plaintif.f!Counterdefendant & Third Party Defendant 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SIXTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BANNOCK 
MINOR MIRACLE PRODUCTIONS, ) 
LLC, an Idaho Limited Liability Company, ) 
and DAVID RICHARDS ) 
Plaintiffs/Counterdefendant, ) 
) 
vs. ) 
) 
RANDY STARKEY, ) 
) 
DefendantlCounterclaimant. ) 
--------------------------- ) 
RANDY STARKEY, ) 
) 
Third Party Plaintiff, ) 
) 
vs. ) 
) 
DAVID L. RICHARDS, ) 
) 
Third Party Defendant. ) 
Case No. CV-2008-3920-0C 
REPLY MEMORANDUM 
IN SUPPORT OF PLAINTIFFS 'I 
COUNTERDEFENDANTS' MOTION 
FOR JUDGMENT ON THE 
PLEADINGS 
COMES NOW Plaintiffs/Counterdefendants Minor Miracle Productions, LLC ("MMP") and 
David L. Richards ("Richards"), by and through their undersigned counsel, hereby submit their 
Reply Memorandum in Support of Plaintiffs'ICounterdefendants' Motion for Judgment on the 
Pleadings. 
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INTRODUCTION 
In this Court's prior orders, specifically, its Order Granting Plaintiffs'/Counterdefendants' 
Second Motion to Compel and Motion for Sanctions, entered February 25,2010, and the Court's 
subsequent Order Granting Plaintiffs' ICounterdefendants' Second Motion for Sanctions and A ward 
of Attorney Fees and Costs, entered May 21, 20 10, the Court found that 
Defendant/Counterclaimant/Third Party Plaintiff Randy Starkey ("Starkey") waived any objection 
he may have had to MMP' s and Richards' Motion for Judgment on the Pleadings. This Court found 
that Starkey failed to comply with its discovery orders, failed to appear for deposition, and that 
Starkey's conduct "constitutes a failure to defend the case, which precludes [MMP and Richards] 
from being able to prosecute their case .... " Starkey voluntarily chose not to appear at the hearings 
preceding entry ofthe Court's aforementioned orders. Ultimately, Starkey voluntarily chose not to 
participate in this litigation, culminating in the Court's striking his answer, defenses and prohibiting 
him from presenting witnesses or documents. As a result, MMP and Richards are entitled to 
judgment on their Complaint, and dismissal of Starkey's Answer and Counterclaim. 
ARGUMENT 
A. MMP AND RICHARDS ARE ENTITLED TO JUDGMENT ON THEIR 
PLEADINGS, AS STARKEY FAILED TO COMPLY WITH THIS COURT'S 
ORDERS, FAILED TO DEFEND THE CASE AND PRECLUDED MMP AND 
RICHARDS FROM PROSECUTING THEIR CASE. 
1. Starkey failed to comply with I.R.C.P. 37(a), 37(d) and 37(e) in that he did not 
provide responses to MMP's and Richards' written discovery as ordered by this 
Court. 
On October 30th , 2009 the Court ordered Starkey to submit complete answers and responses 
to MMP's and Richards' written interrogatories and requests for production of documents within 
14 days from the date of that Order. Starkey failed to submit complete answers and responses or 
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adequately comply with the Court's Order. See, Order Re: Plaintiff's Motion to Amend Complaint 
and Motion to Compel and Defendant's Motion for Permission to Appeal to the Idaho Supreme 
Court and Motion for Protective Order in Discovery, p. 2. On February 25 t\ 2010 the Court, after 
Starkey refused to comply with its prior discovery order, sanctioned Starkey's conduct in not 
complying with the Court's order, precluding Starkey from calling any witnesses not previously 
disclosed or identified, struck Starkey's 19 defenses in his Answer and Counterclaim and precluded 
Starkey from introducing any exhibits or evidence not previously submitted by him. See, Order 
Granting Plain tifJ!Counterdefendan t 's Second Motion to Compel and Motion for Sanctions, pp. 2-3. 
The Court also ordered that such sanctions would remain in full force and effect unless modified by 
further order of the Court. Id., p. 3, ,-r2(f). Additionally, the Court awarded MMP and Richards 
attorney's fees and costs. I 
As a result of Starkey's refusal to comply with the Court's Orders granting MMP's Motions 
to Compel, the Court properly granted MMP's Motion for Sanctions as provided for in LR.C.P. 
37(b)(2) states as follows: 
Sanctions by court in which action is pending. If a party or an officer, 
director, or managing agent of a party or a person designated under Rule 
30(b)(6) or 31(a) to testifY on behalf of a party fails to obey an order to 
provide or permit discovery, including an order made under subdivision (a) 
of this rule or Rule 35, the court in which the action is pending may make 
such orders in regard to the failure as are just, and among others the 
following: 
(A) An order that the matters regarding which the order was made or any 
other designated facts shall be taken to be established for the purposes ofthe 
action in accordance with the claim of the party obtaining the order; 
(B) An order refusing to allow the disobedient party to support or oppose 
designated claims or defenses, or prohibiting that party from introducing 
ITo date, Starkey has not paid to MMP or Richards any of the attorney's fees and costs the Court 
ordered him to pay. 
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designated matters in evidence; 
(C) An order striking out pleadings or parts thereof, or staying further 
proceedings until the order is obeyed, or dismissing the action or proceeding 
or any part thereof, or rendering a judgment by default against the 
disobedient party; 
(D) In lieu of any of the foregoing orders or in addition thereto, an order 
treating as a contempt of court the failure to obey any orders except an order 
to submit to a physical or mental examination; 
(E) Where a party has failed to comply with an order under Rule 35(a) 
requiring the party to produce another for examination, such orders as are 
listed in paragraphs (A), (B), and (C) of this subdivision, unless the party 
failing to comply shows that the party is unable to produce such person for 
examination. 
In lieu of any of the foregoing orders or in addition thereto, the court shall 
require the party failing to obey the order or the attorney advising the party 
or both to pay the reasonable expenses, including attorney's fees, caused by 
the failure, unless the court finds that the failure was substantially justified 
or that other circumstances make an award of expenses unjust. 
I.R.C.P. 37(d) further states: 
Failure of party to attend at own deposition or serve answers to 
interrogatories or respond to request for inspection. If a party or an officer, 
director, or managing agent of a party or a person designated under Rule 
30(b )( 6) or 31 (a) to testify on behalf of a party fails (1) to appear before the 
officer who is to take deposition, after being served with a proper notice, or 
(2) to serve answers or objections to interrogatories submitted under 
Rule 33, after proper service of the interrogatories, or (3) to serve a 
written response to a request for inspection submitted under Rule 34, 
after proper service of the request, the court in which the action is 
pending on motion may make such orders in regard to the failure as are 
just, and among others it may take any action authorized under 
paragraphs (A), (B), and (C) of subdivision (b) (2) of this rule. In lieu of 
any order or in addition thereto, the court shall require the party failing to act 
or the attorney advising that party or both to pay the reasonable expenses, 
including attorney's fees, caused by the failure, unless the court finds that the 
failure was substantially justified or that other circumstances make an award 
of expenses unjust. [Emphasis added]. 
Additionally, the Court has authority, pursuant to I.R.C.P. 37(e) to enter sanctions for a 
party's failure to comply with the Court's order, which provides as follows: 
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Failure to comply with any order. In addition to the sanctions above under 
this rule for violation of discovery procedures, any court may in its discretion 
impose sanctions or conditions, or assess attorney's fees, costs or expenses 
against a party or the party's attorney for failure to obey an order of the court 
made pursuant to these rules. 
A court has discretionary authority under Rules 3 7(b ), (d) and (e) to impose sanctions, which 
may include, barring evidence and/or dismissing an action, if a party fails to comply with a 
discovery order. Kugler v. Drown, 119 Idaho 687, 690, 809 P.2d 1166,1169 (Ct. App. 1991). In 
Kugler, the trial court dismissed the complaint of the Plaintiff, John Kugler, due to Kugler's "blatant 
disregard" of the court's discovery order. Id., at 689, 809 P.2d at 1168. The trial court also granted 
summary judgment to the defendant against Kugler, reasoning that it entered a sanction against 
Kugler prohibiting him from presenting a promissory note, the only evidence to support Kugler's 
claim of indebtedness. The Idaho Court of Appeals affirmed the trial court's dismissal of Kugler's 
complaint, noting that Kugler refused to comply with the court's discovery orders, and that lesser 
sanctions would be ineffective. Id., at 691,809 P.2d at 1170.~ 
Here, the Court, in its February 25,2010 order, after previously ordering Starkey to respond 
to MMP's and Richards' written discovery, properly entered lesser sanctions, pursuant to its 
discretionary authority, striking Starkey's defenses and limiting the evidence he could introduce at 
trial. The Court also noted that said order was subject to future modification, which it properly 
modified, pursuant to Starkey's refusal to appear for his deposition. 
2. Starkey failed to appear at his own deposition in violation of I.R.C.P. 37( d). 
On April 51h, 2010, after reasonable and proper notice was given to Starkey by MMP and 
Richards, Starkey failed to appear at his deposition. As a result, the Court issued its Order on May 
21 SI, 2010 again granting MMP's and Richards' Motion for Sanctions pursuant to I.R.C.P. 37(b)(2) 
and (d). As the Court stated in its Order, it found Starkey failed to appear for his deposition, and 
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that such conduct "constitutes a failure to defend" the case and precluded MMP and Richards from 
prosecuting their case. The Court also held that the hearing preceding the order was the second 
straight hearing Starkey failed to appear at, and that Starkey had not provided any notice to the Court 
or MMP or Richards of any change in address or telephone number. See, May 21,2010 Order, p. 
2, ~ 2. The Court properly entered the sanction of striking Starkey's answer, since the lesser 
sanctions from its February 25, 2010 Order were ineffective in forcing Starkey to comply with the 
Court's orders. Since Starkey cannot present any evidence, and his answer has been stricken, he has 
nothing in the record to dispute the claims set forth by MMP and Richards. Thus, MMP and 
Richards are entitled to judgment on the pleadings, including dismissal of Starkey's counterclaim. 
3. Starkey's conduct in disregarding the Court's orders and refusal to comply with 
the Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure, constitutes a waiver of his objections to 
MMP's and Richards' motion for judgment on the pleadings. 
Starkey appears to claim he is being denied his due process rights. Starkey has failed to 
participate in these proceedings, and only Starkey is to blame, as he is the one denying himself due 
process. Starkey failed to appear at two hearings, failed to appear at his deposition, and thumbed 
his nose at the Court in refusing to comply with the Court's orders. Starkey now, despite having the 
opportunity in the last two hearings, objects to the Court's striking his answer and defenses and right 
to present evidence. It is simply too little, too late. Starkey has proffered nothing in the record to 
support any of his claims, all of which have been stricken, again, because he chose not to participate 
in this litigation. Furthermore, Starkey is no longer entitled to a jury trial, again, since the Court 
entered orders striking his pleadings and precluding him from offering any evidence. The Court 
properly based its orders on Starkey'S failure to appear, defend and comply with the Court's orders. 
Starkey's unfounded cavil cannot defeat MMP's and Richards's Motion for Judgment on the 
Pleadings. 
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CONCLUSION 
MMP and Richards respectfully request that the Court grant their Motion for Judgment on 
the Pleadings. 
Pi l) 
• f/ < f 
DATED thIS,«...t day of July, 2010. 
COOPER & LARSEN, CHARTERED 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
,<'vi 
I hereby certifY that on the::f..?"/ day of July, 2010, I served a true and correct copy of the 
foregoing to: 
Randy Starkey 
1014 Street Road 
Kingston Springs, TN 37082 
[~ 
'b,{J {] 
[ ] 
U.S. mail 
Express mail 
Hand delivery 
Fax: 
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Gary L. Cooper ISB # 1814 
Javier L. Gabiola ISB #5448 
COOPER & LARSEN, CHARTERED 
1 51 North Third Avenue, Suite 210 
P.o. Box 4229 
Pocatello, ID 83205-4229 
Phone: (208) 235-1145 
Fax: (208) 235-1182 
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Counsel for PlaintifJ1Counterdefendant & Third Party Defendant 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SIXTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BANNOCK 
MINOR MIRACLE PRODUCTIONS, ) 
LLC, an Idaho Limited Liability Company, ) 
) 
Plaintiff/Counterdefendant, ) 
) 
vs. ) 
) 
RANDY STARKEY, ) 
) 
Defendant/Counterc1aimant. ) 
--------------------------- ) 
RANDY STARKEY, ) 
) 
Third Party Plaintiff, ) 
) 
vs. ) 
) 
DA VID L. RICHARDS, ) 
) 
Third Party Defendant. ) 
Case No. CV-2008-3920-0C 
JUDGMENT ON THE 
PLEADINGS 
Plaintiffs/Counterdefendants Minor Miracle Productions, LLC's (Minor Miracle 
Productions) and Plaintiff/Third Party Defendant David L. Richards' Motion for Judgment on the 
Pleadings came before the Court, pursuant to notice, for oral argument on July 26th , 2010. Javier L. 
Gabiola of Cooper & Larsen, Chartered appeared on behalf ofPlaintiffs/Counterdefendants/Third 
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Party Defendant. At 11 :30 a.m., the Court called DefendantiCounterclaimantiThird Party Plaintiff 
Randy Starkey (Starkey) at the telephone number he provided in his pleadings to the Court, (615) 
952-9606 and left a message for Mr. Starkey, pursuant to the Court's previous order that Mr. Starkey 
could appear telephonically at hearings. Mr. Starkey was not available by telephone. Further, the 
Court directed its staff attorney, Paul Rogers, to call out for Mr. Starkey in the hallway. The Court 
found Mr. Starkey did not appear, either in person or telephonically, at the hearing. Javier Gabiola 
offered oral argument. After full consideration of the record and the argument of Minor Miracle 
Production and David Richards, and good cause appearing therefore, 
NOW THEREFORE IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED as 
follows: 
1. That Minor Miracle Production's and David Richards' Motion for Judgment on the 
Pleadings is GRANTED; 
2. That Minor Miracle Production is the sole and exclusive owner of the film, "The 
Hayfield" and the website www.thehayfieldmovie.com for the film "The Hayfield;" 
3. Randy Starkey's Answer and Counterclaim are dismissed, with prejudice; 
4. The Court finds that Mr. Starkey owed a duty ofloyalty, a duty to account and hold 
as trustee any property, equipment, profit and benefit to Minor Miracle Productions and David 
Richards and breached those duties by usurping for his own personal use and benefit the property, 
website, equipment, profits, monies, benefits and proceeds from any sale ofthe film "The Hayfield" 
and entering into agreements with other parties and obligating Minor Miracle Productions without 
the knowledge or consent of David Richards. The Court further finds and orders Mr. Starkey to 
provide an accounting to Minor Miracle Production and David Richards, for the years 2006 through 
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2010, within thirty (30) days from the date of this order, of all assets, profits and debts and pay over 
to Minor Miracle Production and David Richards, within thirty (30) days from the date ofthis order, 
the reasonable value of the use by him of the property an~ opportunities of Minor Miracle 
Productions. The Court orders Mr. Starkey to indemnify and hold ham1less Minor Miracle 
Productions and David Richards from all liabilities which were not authorized; 
5. The Court enters judgment in favor of David Richards against Randy Starkey in the 
amount of One Million, Fourteen Thousand, Six Hundred and One Dollars and 601100 
($1,014,601.60), itemized as follows: $827,872.82 for production costs incurred by David Richards 
for the film "The Hayfield" as requested in Plaintiffs/Counterdefendants' and Third Party 
Defendant's Amended Complaint and Demand for Jury Trial; prejudgment interested calculated at 
the statutory rate of 12% as follows: $827,872.82 x 12% = 99,344.74 divided by 365 = $272.18 
daily interest x 666 days (September 25,2008 to July 23,2010) = $181,271.88; $1,856.95 in costs 
and attomey fees awarded in the Court's Order Awarding Costs & Fees as Sanctions dated April 8th , 
2010; and $3,600 in attomey's fees and costs, pursuant to the Court's Order of May 21, 2010; 
6. The Court also orders Randy Starkey, within thirty (30) days from the date of this 
Order, to retum to David L. Richards the following property: pre and post production dvds, cds, 
videos, videotapes, P2 cards, edits, excerpts, copies, master copies, originals, films, photographs, 
still photographs, movie trailers, soundtracks, music, and any other medium used to make the film, 
"The Hayfield,"camera bags, camera cases, tripods, camera batteries, tripod bags, color correction 
monitor, camera lenses, thumb drives, hard drives, used in making film, "The Hayfield" and all other 
production equipment used in the production and making of "The Hayfield,"including, but not 
limited to, guns/pistols; bows, hats, boots, gun loading equipment, powder homs, black powder 
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pistols, gun holsters, gun belts, arrows, ammunition, soldier's pants, keppes, Indian wigs, face paint, 
Indian amulets, Indian bead work, costumes, dresses, spurs, whiskey bottles, t-shirts, sweatshirts, 
hats and windbreakers with the Minor Miracle Productions logo, which the Court finds Mr. Starkey 
wrongfully took from Minor Miracle Productions and David Richards; 
7. For post judgment interest to accrue at the legal rate until this judgment is satisfied; 
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the following Injunction is GRANTED in favor of Minor 
Miracle Production LLC and David Richards against Randy Starkey as foll.ows: 
8. Randy Starkey is hereby enjoined and restrained, directly or indirectly from selling, 
exploiting or otherwise marketing the film "The Hayfield,"the soundtrack for the film "The 
Hayfield" and any music of and for the film "The Hayfield." 
9. Randy Starkey is enjoined and restrained from using any and all websites, pre and 
post production dvds, cds, videos, videotapes, P2 cards, edits, excerpts, copies, master copies, 
originals, films, photographs, still photographs, movie trailers, soundtracks, music, and any other 
medium used to make the film, "The Hayfield,"camera bags, camera cases, tripods, camera batteries, 
tripod bags, color correction monitor, camera lenses, thumb drives, hard drives, used in making film, 
"The Hayfield" and all other production equipment used in the production and making of "The 
Hayfield,"including, but not limited to, guns/pistols; bows, hats, boots, gun loading equipment, 
powder horns, black powder pistols, gun holsters, gun belts, arrows, ammunition, soldier's pants, 
keppes, Indian wigs, face paint, Indian amulets, Indian bead work, costumes, dresses, spurs, whiskey 
bottles, t-shirts, sweatshirts, hats and windbreakers with the Minor Miracle Productions logo; 
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10. Randy Starkey is further ordered and directed to release, within thirty (30) days from 
the date of this order, his alleged copyright claim on the film "The Hayfield, and his alleged 
copyright claim of the website www.thehayfieldmovie.com and is further ordered to return to David 
Richards, within thirty (30) days from the date of this order, all property releases, releases signed 
by the cast and crew, pre and post production dvds, cds, videos, videotapes, P2 cards, edits, excerpts, 
copies, master copies, originals, films, photographs, still photographs, movie trailers, soundtracks, 
music, and any other medium used to make the film, "The Hayfield,"camera bags, camera cases, 
tripods, camera batteries, tripod bags, color correction monitor, camera lenses, thumb drives, hard 
drives, used in making film, "The Hayfield" and all other production equipment used in the 
production and making of "The Hayfield,"including, but not limited to, guns/pistols; bows, hats, 
boots, gun loading equipment, powder horns, black powder pistols, gun holsters, gun belts, arrows, 
ammunition, soldier's pants, keppes, Indian wigs, face paint, Indian amulets, Indian bead work, 
costumes, dresses, spurs, whiskey bottles, t-shirts, sweatshirts, hats and windbreakers with the Minor 
Miracle Productions logo; 
10. The Court also awards Minor Miracle Productions and David Richards attorney's fees 
and costs. Minor Miracle Productions and David Richards shall have 21 days from entry of this 
jUdgment to submit an affidavit of costs and attorney's fees for the Court's review. 
IT IS SO ORDERED. 
AVfllA 
DATED this Z ... J. day of-:m+y, 2010. 
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CLERK'S CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
~ ./w:t. 
I hereby certify that on the? day 0~01O, I served a true and correct copy of the 
foregoing to: 
Randy Starkey (J1 U.S. mail 
1014 Street Road [ ] Express mail 
Kingston Springs, TN 37082 [ ] Hand delivery 
[ ] Fax: 
Javier L. Gabiola 
fKi 
U.S. mail 
Cooper & Larsen, Chartered Express mail 
P.O. Box 4229 [ ] Hand delivery 
Pocatello, ID 83205-4229 [ ] Fax:235-1182 
Deputy er 
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Randy Starkey 
1014 Street Road 
Kingston Springs, Tennessee 37082 
Telephone No. (615) 952-9606 
Defendant Pro Se 
, ".' 
",J! ):,IT' 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SIXTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BANNOCK 
) 
MINOR MIRACLE ) 
PRODUCTIONS, LLC, ) 
and DAVID L. RICHARDS ) 
PlaintHfs, ) 
) 
vs. ) 
) 
) 
RANDY STARKEY, ) 
) 
Defendant, Pro Se ) 
----------------------) 
Case No. CY -2008-3920-0C 
AN\~~ 
NOTICE OF APPEAL 
FROM JUDGMENT ON 
THE PLEADINGS 
NOTICE OF APPEAL FROM JUDGMENT ON THE PLEADINGS 
Pursuant to Rule 14 and Rule 17 ofI.AR. , Defendant Starkey hereby provides 
Notice of Appeal from Judgment on the Pleadings signed by this Court on August 2,2010. 
DATED this :2 .5ft, day of August, 2010 
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Gary L. Cooper ISB #1814 
Javier L. Gabiola ISB #5448 
COOPER & LARSEN, CHARTERED 
151 North Third Avenue, Suite 210 
P.O. Box 4229 
Pocatello, ID 83205-4229 
Phone: (208) 235-1145 
Fax: (208) 235-1182 
j avier@cooper-larsen.com 
~, ' I ,I " 
Counsellor Plaintiffil Co unterdefendantslRespondents 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SIXTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BANNOCK 
MINOR MIRACLE PRODUCTIONS, ) 
LLC, an Idaho Limited Liability Company, ) 
) 
Plaintiff/Counterdefendanti ) 
Respondent, ) 
) 
vs. ) 
) 
RANDY STARKEY, ) 
) 
DefendantiCounterclaimanti ) 
Appellant. ) 
-------------- ) 
RANDY STARKEY, ) 
) 
Third Party Plaintiff, ) 
) 
vs. ) 
) 
DA VID L. RICHARDS, ) 
) 
Third Party Defendant. ) 
Case No. CV-2008-3920-0C 
AMENDED REQUEST FOR 
ADDITIONAL TRANSCRIPT AND 
RECORD 
TO: THE ABOVE NAMED APPELLANT, RANDY STARKEY, PRO SE, AND 
STEPHANIE MORSE, COURT REPORTER, AND CLERK OF THE ABOVE ENTITLED 
COURT. 
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN, that the Respondents in the above entitled proceeding hereby 
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request pursuant to Rule 19, LA.R., the inclusion of the following material in the court reporter's 
transcript and in the clerk's record in addition to that required to be included by the LA.R. and the 
notice of appeal: 
1. COURT REPORTER'S TRANSCRIPT: the entire reporter's transcript, pursuant to IAR 25, 
for the following hearings: 
a. September 14,2009 
b. October 26,2009; 
c. February 22,2010; 
d. May 17,2010; and 
e. July 26, 2010. 
2. CLERK'S RECORD. 
DOCUMENT DATE FILED 
Motion to Compel September 1, 2009 
Memorandum in Support of Motion to Compel & Affidavit of Javier September 1, 2009 
L. Gabiola in Support of Motion to Compel 
Motion to Strike/Objection to Defendant's Motion to Dismiss; September 1, 2009 
Affidavit of Javier L. Gabiola in Support of Plaintiff's Motion to September 1, 2009 
Strike/Objection to Defendant's Motion to Dismiss and Motion for 
Sanctions (with attached exhibits); 
Memorandum in Support of Plaintiff's Motion to Strike/Objection to September 3,2009 
Defendant's Motion to Dismiss and Motion for Sanctions; 
Motion to Stay Defendant's Motion to Dismiss and Motion for September 3,2009 
Sanctions; 
Plaintiff/Counterdefendant's Second Motion to Strike/Objection to September 9, 2009 
Defendant's Motion to Dismiss and Motion for Sanctions; 
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Memorandum in Opposition to Defendant's Motion to Dismiss and September 9, 2009 
Motion for Sanctions and in Support of Plaintiff's Motion to 
Strike/Objection to Defendant's Motion to Dismiss and Motion for 
Sanctions; 
Affidavit of David L. Richards Filed Under Seal; September 9, 2009 
Affidavit of David Poag Filed Under Seal; September 9, 2009 
Affidavit of Skyler Proctor Filed Under Seal; September 9, 2009 
Affidavit of Javier L. Gabiola Filed Under Seal; September 9,2009 
Affidavit of Javier L. Gabiola in Support of Plaintiff's Reply September 10, 2009 
Memorandum in Support of Motion to Strike/Objection to 
Defendant's Motion to Dismiss (with attached exhibits); 
Reply Memorandum in Support of Plaintiff's Motion to Compel and September 10, 2009 
Motion to Strike; 
Minute Entry and Order September 29,2009 
Response to Requests for Admissions October 1, 2009 
Plaintiff's Memorandum in Opposition to Defendant's Motion for October 20, 2009 
Protective Order in Discovery 
Affidavit of David Richards in Opposition to Defendant's Motion for October 20, 2009 
Protective Order in Discovery 
Affidavit of Skyler Proctor in Support of Plaintiff's Opposition to October 21, 2009 
Defendant's Motion for Protective Order 
Order Re: Plaintiff's Motion to Amend Complaint and Motion to October 30, 2009 
Compel and Defendant's Motion for Permission to Appeal to the Idaho 
Supreme Court and Motion for Protective Order in Discovery 
Memorandum in Opposition to Starkey's Motion for Change of Venue December 22, 2009 
Affidavit of Javier L. Gabiola in Support of Memorandum in December 22, 2009 
Opposition to Starkey'S Motion for Change of Venue 
Affidavit ofJavier L. Gabiola in Support ofPlaintiff/Counterdefendant February 4,2010 
Second Motion to Compel and Motion for Sanctions 
PlaintifflCounterdefendant's Second Motion to Compel and Motion for February 4, 2010 
Sanctions 
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Order Granting Plaintiff/Counterdefendant' s Second Motion to February 25, 2010 
Compel and Motion for Sanctions 
Affidavit of Javier L. Gabiola Re: Order Granting March 8, 2010 
Plaintiff/Counterdefendant's Second Motion to Compel and Motion for 
Sanctions 
Notice of Deposition Duces Tecum of Randy Starkey March 18,2010 
Order Awarding Costs and Fees and Discovery Sanctions April 8, 201 0 
Motion for Sanctions and Award of Attorney Fees and Costs April 14, 2010 
Memorandum in Support of Motion for Sanctions an A ward of April 14, 2010 
Attorney Fees and Costs 
Affidavit of Javier L. Gabiola in Support of Motion for Sanctions an April 14, 2010 
A ward of Attorney Fees and Costs 
Order granting Plaintiff/Counterdefendant's Second Motion for May21,2010 
Sanctions and Award of Attorney Fees and Costs 
Affidavit of Javier L. Gabiola Re: Order Granting May 25, 2010 
Plaintiff/Counterdefendant's Second Motion for Sanctions and A ward 
of Attorney Fees and Costs 
Motion for Judgment on the Pleadings Ju1y 6,2010 
Memorandum in Support of Motion for Judgment on the Pleadings July 6, 2010 
Reply Memorandum in Support of Plaintiff/Counterdefendant's July 22,2010 
Motion for Judgment on the Pleadings 
Judgment on the Pleadings August 2, 2010 
I certifY that this request for reporter's transcript and additional record has been served upon 
court reporter, Stephanie Morse at the following address: PO Box 594 Inkom, Idaho 83245 and the 
clerk of the district court and upon all parties required to be served pursuant to lAR 20. 
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0/. DATED this _0_ day of September, 2010. 
COOPER & LARSEN, CHARTERED 
BYg~ 
JAVIER L. GAB lOLA 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that on the ~ day of September, 2010, I served a true and correct copy of 
the foregoing to: 
Randy Starkey 
1014 Street Road 
Kingston Springs, TN 37082 
Stephanie Morse 
PO BOX 594 
Inkom, ID 83245 
M 
[ ] 
[ ] 
N 
[ ] 
[ ] 
U.S. mail 
Express mail 
H_and delivery 
Fax: 
U.S. mail 
Express mail 
Hand delivery 
Fax: 
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Gary L. Cooper ISB #1814 
Javier L. Gabiola ISB #5448 fl0,"'~ :_\ 
COOPER & LARSEN, CHARTERED /~ 
151 North Third Avenue, Suite 210 
P.O. Box 4229 
Pocatello, ID 83205-4229 
Phone: (208) 235-1145 
Fax: (208) 235-1182 
Counsel for PlaintifJlCounterdefendant & Third Party Defendant 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SIXTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BANNOCK 
MINOR MIRACLE PRODUCTIONS, ) 
LLC, an Idaho Limited Liability Company, ) 
) 
Plaintiff/Counterdefendant, ) 
) 
vs. ) 
) 
RANDY STARKEY, ) 
) 
DefendantiCounterclaimant. ) 
--------------------------- ) 
RANDY STARKEY, ) 
) 
Third Party Plaintiff, ) 
) 
vs. ) 
) 
DA VID 1. RICHARDS, ) 
) 
Third Party Defendant. ) 
Case No. CV-2008-3920-0C 
MOTION FOR AN ORDER 
AWARDING ATTORNEYS' FEES AND 
COSTS 
COMES NOW Plaintiff/Counterdefendant Minor Miracle Productions, LLC and Third Party 
Defendant David 1. Richards, by and through the undersigned counsel, pursuant to LR.C.P. 54( d)( 6) 
and LR. C.P. 54( d)(7), moves this Court for an Order granting Plaintiff an award of attorneys' fees 
and costs as set forth in Plaintiff/Counterdefendant and Third Party Defendant's Memorandum of 
Costs and Attorney Fees, and the Affidavit of Javier 1. Gabiola in Support of 
Plaintiff/Counterdefendant and Third Party Defendant's Memorandum of Costs and Attorney Fees. 
MOTION FOR AN ORDER AWARDING ATTORNEYS' FEES AND COSTS - PAGE 1 
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Plaintiff served the aforementioned Memorandum and~ Affidavit on DefendantiCounterclaimantl 
Third Party Plaintiff Randy Starkey on August 12th , 2010. Mr. Starkey had until August 2~, 2010, 
under I.R.c.P. 54(d)(6) in which to file an objection to the Memorandum of Costs and Attorney 
Fees, which he has not done. As a result Plaintiff/Counterdefendant Minor Miracle Productions, 
LLC and Third Party Defendant David L. Richards are entitled to an Order awarding the fees and 
costs requested. 
This Motion is supported by the record herein and the Affidavit of Javier L. Gabiola in 
Support of Motion for Order Awarding Attorneys' Fees and Costs with attached exhibits filed 
concurrently herewith. 
Oral argument is requested. 
'1 "'''''.1 
DATED this )t..f day of August, 2010. 
COOPER & LARSEN, CHARTERED 
,.,,-
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
~~ ,; 
I hereby certify that on the :P'day of August, 2009, I served a true and correct copy of the 
foregoing to: 
Randy Starkey 
1014 Street Road 
Kingston Springs, TN 37082 
[)1" U.S. mail 
[] Express mail 
[] Hand delivery 
[] Fax: 
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Gary L. Cooper ISB #1814 
Javier L. Gabiola ISB #5448 
COOPER & LARSEN, CHARTERED 
151 North Third Avenue, Suite 210 
P.O. Box 4229 
Pocatello, ID 83205-4229 
Phone: (208) 235-1145 
Fax: (208) 235-1182 
Counsel for Plaintif.flCounterdefendant & Third Party Defendant 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SIXTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BANNOCK 
Case No. CY-2008-3920-0C 
i : 
MINOR MIRACLE PRODUCTIONS, ) 
LLC, an Idaho Limited Liability Company, ) 
) 
Plaintiff/Counterdefendant, ) 
) 
vs. ) 
) 
RANDY STARKEY, ) 
AFFIDAVIT OF JAVIER L. GABIOLA 
IN SUPPORT OF MOTION FOR 
ORDER A WARDING ATTORNEYS' 
FEES AND COSTS 
) 
DefendantiCountercIaimant. ) 
--------------------------- ) 
RANDY STARKEY, ) 
) 
Third Party Plaintiff, ) 
) 
vs. ) 
) 
DA vrD L. RICHARDS, ) 
) 
Third Party Defendant. ) 
ST ATE OF IDAHO ) 
: ss 
County of Bannock ) 
JAVIER L. GABIOLA, being first duly sworn upon oath, deposes and states as follows: 
1. I am one of the attorneys representing Plaintiff/Counterdefendant Minor Miracle 
Productions, LLC and Third Party Defendant David L. Richards in this matter and make this 
Affidavit upon my own personal knowledge and information. 
AFFIDAVIT OF JAVIER L. GABIOLA IN SUPPORT OF PLAINTIFF'S MOTION FOR ORDER AWARDING ATTORNEYS' 
FEES AND COSTS - PAGE I 
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I:"'" i :) 
2. Attached hereto as Exhibit A is a copy of Plaint iffl Counter defendant and Third Party 
Defendant's Memorandum of Costs and Attorney Fees served on Defendant/CounterclaimantiThird 
Party Plaintiff Randy Starkey on August 12th, 2010; 
3. Attached hereto as Exhibit B is a copy ofthe Affidavit of Javier L. Gabiola in 
Support of Plaintiff/Counterdefendant' s and Third Party Defendant's Memorandum of Costs and 
Attorney Fees, served on DefendantiCounterclaimantiThird Party Plaintiff Randy Starkey on August 
FURTHER SAITH AFFIANT NAUGHT. 
DATED this .?!V day of August, 2010. 
COOPER & LARSEN, CHARTERED 
By_---:/l"""'.y4'--/--"'-~=-2~_F _'&_) ?_~_"_) __ _ 
// 
,,<<fA VIER L. GAB lOLA 
'., 
SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN TO before me this;L)+<Uay of August, 2010. 
(SEAL) 
- ... 
ELISABETH KLASSEN 
NOTARY PUBLIC 
STATE OF IDAHO 
NOTARY PUBLIC FOR IDAHO 
Residing at: l1.v ... ddl.:, 
My Commission expires: ;1/2 t I i '5' 
AFFIDAVIT OF JAVIERL. GABIOLA IN SUPPORT OF MOTION FORORDERAWARDING ATTORNEYS' FEES AND COSTS-
PAGE2 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that on the;V day of August, 2009, I served a true and correct copy of the 
foregoing to: 
Randy Starkey 
1014 Street Road 
Kingston Springs, TN 37082 
j ~j 
[ ] 
[ ] 
U.S. mail 
Express mail 
Hand delivery 
Fax: 
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Gary L. Cooper ISB # 1814 
Javier L. Gabiola ISB #5448 
COOPER & LARSEN, CHARTERED 
151 North Third Avenue, Suite 210 
P.O. Box 4229 
Pocatello, ID 83205-4229 
Phone: (208) 235-1145 
Fax: (208) 235-1182 
Counsellor PlaintifJlCounterdefendant & Third Party Defendant 
IN THE DISTRlCT COURT OF THE SIXTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BANNOCK 
MINOR MIRACLE PRODUCTIONS, ) 
LLC, an Idaho Limited Liability Company, ) 
) 
Plaintiff/Counterdefendant, ) 
) 
vs. ) 
) 
RANDY STARKEY, ) 
) 
DefendantiCounterclaimant. ) 
--------------------------- ) RANDY STARKEY, ) 
) 
Third Party Plaintiff, ) 
) 
VS. ) 
) 
DA VID L. RlCHARDS, ) 
) 
Third Party Defendant. ) 
Case No. CV -2008-3920-0C 
PLAINTIFF/COUNTERDEFENDANT & 
THIRD PARTY DEFENDANT'S 
MEMORANDUM OF COSTS AND 
A TTORNEY FEES 
COME NOW PlaintiffiCounterdefendant Minor Miracle Productions, LLC and Third Party 
Defendant David L. Richards, by and through the undersigned counsel, pursuant to Idaho Rule of 
Civil Procedure 54 and Idaho Code §§ 12-120(3) and 30-6-906 submits the following Memorandum 
of Costs and Attorney Fees. EXHIBIT 
A 
PLAINTIFF/CoUNTERDEFENDANT&THIRDPARTYDEFENDANT'sMEMORANDUM OF COSTS AND ATTORNEY FEES-
PAGE 1 
4LilFi 
COSTS AS A MATTER OF RIGHT---- I.R.C.P. 54(d)(l)(C) 
1. Filing fees $155.00 
- Filing of Complaint in Bannock County; filing Notice of Appearance 
in Ada County and fee for moving venue from Ada County to Bannock County. 
2. Service of process on Defendant Randy Starkey $95.00 
TOTAL COSTS AS A MATTER OF RIGHT $250.00 
DISCRETIONARY COSTS - I.R.C.P.54(d)(1)(D) 
1. Plaintiff s attorney's travel to hearing Boise, ID on 112211 0 $240.00 
(480 miles @ $.50/mile) 
2. Overnight postage/shipping to Randy Starkey $170.53 
3. Postage and photocopies $365.80 
3. Online legal research $100.00 
TOTAL DISCRETIONARY COSTS $876.33 
ATTORNEY FEES - I.R.C.P. 54(d)(1)(B), 54(e)(1) and 54(e)(5) and Idaho Code §§ 41-1839 
and 12-120(3) 
l. Attorney fees for Gary L. Cooper $1,725.00 
2. Attorney fees for Javier L. Gabiola $42,500.00 
3. Attorney fees for Ron Kerl $62.50 
4. Paralegal fees $1,150.00 
TOTAL ATTORNEY FEES $45,437.50 
TOTAL COSTS AND ATTORNEY FEES $46,563.83 
PLAINTIFF'sMEMORANDUM OF COSTS AND ATTORNEV FEES RE: MOTION ToE NFORCESETTLEMENTAGREEMENT-
PAGE2 
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The undersigned certifies that to the best of his knowledge and belief, the items identified 
above are correct and were actually incurred and paid for and that the costs and attorney fees 
claimed herein are in compliance with Idaho Rule of Civil Procedure 54 and Idaho Code §§ 12-
120(3) and 30-6-906. 
DATED this 0 day of August, 2010. 
COOPER & LARSEN, CHARTERED 
By 52~A 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
Ib~reby c~rtifyJhClt on thy tJ _  day_ of August,_2Q} Q, I served a tlUe and correct copy of the 
foregoing to: 
Randy Starkey 
10 14 Street Road 
Kingston Springs, TN 37082 
[)q U.S. mail 
[] Express mai 1 
[] Hand delivery 
[] Fax: 
PLAINTIFF'S MEMORANDUM OF COSTS AND ATTORNEY FEESRE: MOTIONTOE NFORCESETTLEMENTAGREEMENT-
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Gary L. Cooper ISB # 1814 
Javier L. Gabiola ISB #5448 
COOPER & LARSEN, CHARTERED 
151 North Third Avenue, Suite 210 
P.O. Box 4229 
Pocatello, ID 83205-4229 
Phone: (208) 235-1145 
Fax: (208) 235-1182 
Counselfor PlaintifJlCounterdefendant & Third Party Defendant 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SIXTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BANNOCK 
MINOR MIRACLE PRODUCTIONS, ) 
LLC, an Idaho Limited Liability Company, ) 
) 
Plaintiff/Counterdefendant, ) 
) 
vs. ) 
) 
RANDY STARKEY, ) 
) 
DefendantlCounterclaimant. ) 
---------------------------- ) RANDY STARKEY, ) 
) 
Third Party Plaintiff, ) 
) 
vs. ) 
) 
DA VID L. RICHARDS, ) 
) 
Third Party Defendant. ) 
ST A TE OF IDAHO ) 
:ss 
County of Bannock ) 
Case No. CV-2008-3920-0C 
AFFIDA VIT OF JAVIER L. GABIOLA 
IN SUPPORT OF PLAINTIFFS'/ 
COUNTERDEFENDANTS'AND 
THIRD PARTY DEFENDANT'S 
MEMORANDUM OF COSTS AND 
A TTORNEY FEES 
JA VIER L. GABIOLA, being first duly swom upon oath, states the following in support of 
Plaintiff/Counterdefendant's and Third Party Defendant's Memorandum of Costmd Attorney Fees 
submitted herewith: 
EXHIBIT , 
AFFIDAVIT OF JAVIER L. GABIOLA IN SUPPORT OF PLAINTIFFS'ICoUNTERDEFENDANTS' AND 
DEFENDANT'S MEMORANDUM OF COSTS AND ATTORNEY FEES - PAGE 1 i 
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1. Pursuant to LR.C.P. 54(d)(l)(B), and Idaho Code Sections 12-120(3) and 30-6-906, 
Plaintiffs'ICounterdefendants' Minor Miracle Productions, LLC, David L. Richards and Third Party 
Defendant David L. Richards were the prevailing party in Motion for Judgment on the Pleadings. 
2. Attached hereto is a Detail Transaction File List, showing the discretionary costs 
incuned pursuant to LR.C.P. 54(d)(1)(D), and it is represented that all of said costs have actually 
been paid and were necessary and exceptional costs reasonably incuned by 
Plaintiffs/Counterdefendants and Third Party Defendant in bringing and defending this case against 
Defendant/Counterciaimant, Third Party Plaintiff Randy Starkey. As the prevailing party, 
Plaintiffs/Counterdefendants and Third Party Defendant are entitled to an award of costs. As 
reflected in the Detail Transaction File list attached hereto, Plaintiffs/Counterdefendants and Third 
Party Defendant incuned costs in the amount of $1,204.22. 
3. Also, in the attached Detail Transaction File List are the attomey fees incurred by 
myself, Gary L. Cooper and Ron Kerl and our respective paralegals, and it is represented that all of 
said fees were actually incuned. The Detail Transaction File List also states the hours incurred by 
me and Mr. Cooper and Mr. Kerl in prosecuting this case and our hourly rate of $250 per hour, 
which is a rate reasonably charged by other attomeys with our knowledge and experience in 
Southeast Idaho. I billed 170 hours at a rate of $250 per hour for fees of $42,500. Mr. Cooper billed 
6.9 hours at the rate of $250 per hour for fees of $1 ,725. Mr. Kerl billed .25 hours at the rate of 
$250 per hour for fees of $62.50. Total paralegal time was 5.6 hours billed at the rate of $250 per 
hour for fees of $1,150. Total fees incuned by Plaintiffs/Counterdefendants and Third Pmiy 
Defendant is $45,437.50. 
AFFIDAVIT OF JAVIER L. GABIOLA IN SUPPORT OF PLAINTIFFS'ICoUNTERDEFENDANTS' AND THIRD PARTY 
DEFENDANT'S MEMORANDUM OF COSTS AND ATTORNEY FEES - PAGE 2 
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4. It is respectfully submitted that justice requires these necessary and discretionary 
costs and attorneys' fees be awarded to Plaintiffs/Counterdefendants Minor Miracle Productions, 
LLC, David L. Richards and Third Party Defendant David L. Richards and against 
DefendantiCounterclaimant, Third Party Plaintiff Randy Starkey pursuant to LR.C.P. 54(d)(l)(D), 
I.R.C.P. 54(e)(1) and LR.C.P.(e)(5) and Idaho Code §§ 12-120(3) and 30-6-906. 
DATED this /z, day of August, 2010. 
COOPER & LARSEN, CHARTERED 
BY:_-iiI"'+--O_~~_~~ _ 
-l&fIER L. GABIOLA 
SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN TO before me this 121" day of August, 2010. 
(SEAL) 
ELISABETH KLASSEN 
NOTARY PUBLIC 
STATE OF IDAHO 
NOTARY PUBLIC FOR IDAHO 
Residing at: ~/o 
My Commission Expires: 11/:21//3 
AFFIDAVIT OF JAVIER L. GABIOLA IN SUPPORT OF PLAINTIFFS'/COUNTERDEFENDANTS' AND THIRD PARTY 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that on the [)- day of August, 2010, I served a true and conect copy of the 
foregoing to: 
Randy Starkey 
1 0 J 4 Street Road 
Kingston Springs, TN 37082 
~ 
[ ] 
[ ] 
u.S. mail 
Express mail 
Hand delivery 
Fax: 
AFFIDAVIT OF JAVIER L. GABIOLA IN SUPPORT OF PLAINTIFFS'/COUNTERDEFENDANTS' AND THIRD PARTY 
DEFENDANT'S MEMORANDUM OF COSTS AND ATTORNEY FEES - PAGE 4 
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07/29/2010 Detail Transaction File List Page: 1 
Cooper & Larsen, Chartered 
Trans Stmt# Hours 
Client Date Tmkr Rate to 8111 Amount 
1028197.00 Richards/David L. 
28197.00 07/25/2008 JLG 250.00 0.20 50.00 Telephone conference with Dave Richard's attorney re: facts of case 
28197.00 0712812008 JLG 250.00 0.20 50.00 Preparation of Memorandum to Gary re: facts of case 
28197.00 08127/2008 GLC 250.00 2.10 525.00 Conference with Richards re: background 
28197.00 09/09/2008 GLC 250.00 0.30 75.00 Conference with Richards re: additional background information 
28197.00 09/1312008 GLC 250.00 4.20 1050.00 Review and analyze emails; Research duties and liabilities of managers and 
members of LLCs in Idaho and prepare and draft complaint against Starkey 
28197.00 09/15/2008 RK 250.00 0.25 62.50 Read draft complaint 
28197.00 09/18/2008 GLC 250.00 0.30 75.00 Telephone conference with Dave re: revisions to contract 
28197.00 12118/2008 SQ 250.00 0.30 75.00 Telephone conference with Dave Richards 
28197.00 02103/2009 SQ 250.00 0.30 75.00 Telephone conference with Dave Richards 
28197.00 0212512009 JLG 250.00 0.20 SO.OO Telephone conference with client re: status of case & discovery 
28197.00 03/0412009 JLG 250.00 0.40 100.00 Review of file re: discovery to Defendant 
28197.00 03105/2009 JLG 250.00 2.40 600.00 Conference with Dave Richards re: status of case, facts of case, review of 
third part complaint-counterclaim and discovery 
28197.00 03105/2009 JLG 250.00 0.90 225.00 Preparation of answer to counterclaim 
28197.00 03/05/2009 JLG 250.00 1.50 375.00 Preparation of discovery to Defendant 
28197.00 03/27/2009 JLG 250.00 1.50 375.00 Conference with c/'lent re: discovery and answer 
28197.00 03127/2009 JLG 250.00 0.30 75.00 Revise answer to counterclaim 
28197.00 03/2712009 JLG 250.00 0.20 50.00 Revise discovery to Starkey 
28197.00 04129/2009 JLG 250.00 0.30 75.00 Telephone conference with Starkey's attomey re: settlement of case and 
discovery 
28197.00 04f3012009 JLG 250.00 0.10 25.00 Correspondence to client re: settlement demand to Starkey 
28197.00 05/04/2009 JLG 2SO.00 0.50 125.00 Telephone conference with client re: settlement letter 
28197.00 05/0412009 JLG 250.00 0.10 25.00 Correspondence to Starkey's attorney re: settlement letter 
28197.00 05/06/2009 JLG 250.00 0.20 50.00 Telephone conference with client re: demand letter 
28197.00 0510712009 JLG 250.00 0.30 75.00 Conference with client re: settlement demand letter 
28197.00 0511212009 JLG 250.00 0.20 50.00 Revise demand letter to Starkey 
28197.00 0511212009 JLG 250.00 0.10 25.00 Correspondlence to client re: demand tetter 
28197.00 05/1212009 JLG 250.00 0.10 25.00 Correspondence to Deborah Wegman re: demand letter 
28197.00 05119/2009 JLG 250.00 0.20 50.00 Telephone conference with client re: changes to demand lelter 
28197.00 05121/2009 JLG 250.00 0.50 125.00 Telephone conference with Defendant's attorney re: settlement 
28197.00 06/0312009 JLG 250.00 0.10 25.00 Review email from Deb Wagnon re: Starkey response 
28197.00 06/08/2009 JLG 250.00 0.60 150.00 Telephone conference with client re: Starkey's counteroffer 
28197.00 06/0912009 JlG 250.00 0.60 1 SO.OO Legal research re: limited liability company and written agreements 
28197.00 06/11/2009 JlG 250.00 1.30 325.00 Conference with Dave Richards re: counteroffer, summary judgment and 
setttement 
28197.00 0611812009 JLG 250.00 0.30 75.00 Telephone conference with Dave Richards re: status of case, limited liability 
research. expert to value script 
28197.00 0712712009 JLG 250.00 0.20 50.00 Telephone conference with Dave Richards re: attorney's motion to withdraw 
28197.00 08/06/2009 JLG 250.00 0.20 SO.OO Receive and review Jim Harris' motion to withdraw 
28197.00 08106/2009 JLG 250.00 0.10 25.00 Correspondence to client re: Harris withdrawal 
28197.00 08111/2009 JLG 250.00 0.60 150.00 Review of Starkey's motion for sanctions and motion to dismiss 
28197.00 08114/2009 JLG 250.00 0.30 75.00 Telephone conference with client re: Starkey's motions to dismiss and for 
sanctions 
28197.00 08/18/2009 JLG 250.00 0.30 75.00 Telephone conference with client re: Starkey's motions to dismiss and for 
sanctions 
28197.00 0812412009 JLG 250.00 0.30 75.00 2 telephone conferences with client re: Starkey's federal complaint for 
copyright infringement 
28197.00 08124/2009 JLG 250.00 0.70 175.00 Research re: dismissal of federal complaint when pending state court claim is 
filed 
28197.00 08/25/2009 JLG 250.00 2.60 650.00 Conference with client re: Starkey's motions to dismiss and Federal complaint 
28197.00 0812712009 JLG 250.00 0.00 Prepare motion to compel, strike Defendant's motions to dismiss and for 
sanctions and motion to stay Defendant's motions to dismiss and for 
sanctions 
28197.00 08/2812009 JLG 250.00 0.70 175.00 Preparation of motion to amend complaint 
28197.00 08128/2009 JLG 250.00 2.00 500.00 Research re: dismissing Starkey's motion to dismiss as untimely and treating 
it as a motion for summary judgment 
28197.00 0812812009 JLG 250.00 0.80 200.00 Preparation of requests for admissions to Starkey 
28197.00 08/29/2009 JLG 250.00 2.50 625.00 Research re: copyright statutes and case law 
28197.00 08/29/2009 JLG 250.00 0.70 175.00 Review Starkey's complaint for copyright infringement 
. 28197.00 08/31/2009 JLG 250.00 5.40 1350.00 Further prepare motion to strike Defendant's motion to dismiss, objection to 
motion for sanctions and motion for stay of hearing on Defendant's pending 
motions 
28197.00 08/31/2009 JLG 250.00 0.30 75.00 Preparation of affidavit of Dave Richards and Hillary Richards re: objection to 
Starkey's federal complaint 
28197.00 08/31/2009 JLG 250.00 1.40 350.00 Further research re: motion to dismiss copyright case due to federal court 
lacking jurisdiction 
28197.00 08/3112009 JLG 250.00 0.30 75.00 Telephone conference with Dave Richards re: affidavits in opposition to 
Starkey's motion to dismiss 
28197.00 09/01/2009 JLG 250.00 1.90 475.00 Prepare motion to amend complaint to add claims for breach of contract, 
conversion of property 
28197.00 09/01/2009 JLG 250.00 0.50 125.00 Legal research re: conversion 
28197.00 09/01/2009 JLG 250.00 1.40 350.00 Research re: former limited liability act in Idaho as to breach of fiduciary 
duties, duties of loyalty and care 
28197.00 09/01/2009 JLG 250.00 2.40 600.00 Research re: copyright act and digital millennium copyright act to prepare 
motion to dismiss federal.complaint 
28197.00 09/0212009 JLG 250.00 0.30 75.00 Revise motion to amend complaint to add breach of contract and conversion 
claims 
28197.00 09/0212009 JLG ?<;Il nil ., ')n n.d1 ~ _ 
Ie: 07/29/2010 Detail Transaction File List Page: 2 
Cooper & Larsen, Chartered 
Trans Stmt# 
Client Date Tmkr Rate to Bill Amount 
lOt 1028197.00 Richards/David L. 
state court claim 
28197.00 09/0212009 JLG 250.00 0.20 50.00 Telephone conference with Client re: facts in opposition to Defendant's claims 
of lack of evidence of selling movie and copyright infringement 
28197.00 09/0212009 JLG 250.00 1.20 300.00 Preparation of memorandum in opposition to defendant's motion for sanctions 
28197.00 09/03/2009 JLG 250.00 0.60 150.00 Further prepare memorandum in opposition to motion for sanctions 
28197.00 09/05/2009 JLG 250.00 5.10 1275.00 Further research case law re: copyright infringement as to ownership 
28197.00 09/0512009 JLG 250.00 0.90 225.00 Further research case law re: digital millennium copyright act 
28197.00 09/0612009 JLG 250.00 1.70 425.00 Further research re: digital millennium copyright act 
28197.00 09/06/2009 JLG 250.00 0.30 75.00 2 Telephone conferences with Dave Richards re: ownership of website 
28197.00 09/06/2009 JLG 250.00 1.20 300.00 Further prepare motion to dismiss federal complaint 
28197.00 09/06/2009 JLG 250.00 2.10 525.00 Further prepare opposition to motion to dismiss in state court 
28197.00 09/06/2009 JLG 250.00 1.50 375.00 Prepare memorandum in support of motion for remand due to failure to timely 
remove from state court 
28197.00 09/06/2009 JLG 250.00 2.10 525.00 Research re: injunctive relief in federal court 
28197.00 09/07/2009 JLG 250.00 2.00 500.00 Conference with Dave Richards to prepare his affidavits and Dave Poag and 
Skyler Proctor affidavits 
28197.00 09/07/2009 JLG 250.00 3.30 825.00 Prepare motion for stay of Starkey's claim for injunctive relief pending 
resolution of motions to dismiss 
28197.00 09/0812009 JLG 250.00 3.40 8SO.00 Revise memorandum in support of motion to dismiss in federal court 
28197.00 09/0812009 JLG 250.00 1.30 325.00 Revise memorandum in support of motion for remand in federal court 
28197.00 09/0812009 JLG 250.00 2.30 575.00 Revise memo in opposition to Starkey's motions to dismiss and motion for 
sanctions 
28197.00 09/0812009 JLG 250.00 0.30 75.00 Revise memorandum in support of motion for stay of injunctive relief in federal 
court 
28197.00 09/0812009 JLG 250.00 0.10 25.00 Telephone conference with David Poag re: affidavit 
28197.00 09/08/2009 JLG 2SO.00 0.20 50.00 2 Telephone conferences with Skyler Proctor re: affidavit 
28197.00 09/09/2009 JLG 250.00 0.20 SO.OO Receipt of emails from Dave Richards re: emaits from Starkey telling him to 
speak to his attorney 
28197.00 09/09/2009 JLG 250.00 2.00 SOO.OO Preparation of reply memorandum in support of motion to compel and motion 
to strike defendant's motions to dismiss and sanctions 
28197.00 09/14/2009 JLG 250.00 2.10 525.00 Preparation for hearing and further research re: suing co-owners of copyright 
28197.00 09/14/2009 JLG 250.00 0.70 175.00 Attend hearing on Defendant's motion to dismiss and for sanctions 
28197.00 09/14/2009 JLG 250.00 0.90 225.00 Conference with Dave Richards re: persons involved with film to obtain 
affidavits from in support of federal court motions 
28197.00 09/2112009 JLG 250.00 0.80 200.00 Telephone conference with Deborah Wagnon re: status· of cases in state and 
federal court 
28197.00 09/21/2009 JLG 2SO.00 0.20 50.00 Review of motion for stay pending appeal filed by Starkey 
28197.00 09121/2009 JLG 250.00 O.SO 125.00 Research re: appealable orders to file and appeal in Idaho Supreme Court 
28197.00 09121/2009 JLG 2SO.00 0.60 1SO.00 Preparation of objection to Defendant's motion for stay pending appeal 
28197.00 09/2512009 JLG 2SO.OO 1.50 375.00 Receive and review Starkey's notice of appeal to Idaho Supreme Court and 
cases cited therein 
28197.00 0912512009 JLG 250.00 0.50 125.00 Research re: permissive appeal of Starkey's premature notice of appeal 
28197.00 09/28/2009 JLG 250.00 0.30 75.00 Review of Starkey's motion for permissive appeal 
28197.00 09/2812009 JLG 250.00 0.70 175.00 Telephone conference with client re: status of case, Starkey's request for 
permissive appeal 
28197.00 09/28/2009 JLG 250.00 1.20 300.00 Preparation of draft oppositton to Starkey's motion for permissive appeal 
28197.00 09/30/2009 JLG 250.00 0.50 125.00 Review court's notice of lodging appeal by Starkey 
28197.00 09/30/2009 JLG 250.00 0.50 125.00 Preparation of request for additional record to include affidavits and pleadings 
filed by client 
28197.00 10/0212009 JLG 250.00 0.80 200.00 Review of Starkey's objection to motion to remand, motion to dismiss and 
request for telephonic hearing 
28197.00 10/02/2009 JLG 2SO.00 1.20 300.00 Review of Starkey's answers to requests for admiSsions 
28197.00 10/0212009 JLG 250.00 0.60 1SO.00 Further prepare opposition to Starkey's motion for permissive appeal 
28197.00 10/0212009 JLG 250.00 2.00 500.00 Conference with Dave Richards re: Starkey's responses to requests for 
admissions and emalls from Randy re: his admission the website and movie 
was owned by Minor Miracle 
28197.00 10/09/2009 JLG 250.00 0.50 125.00 Review of Starkey's motion for protective order re: tax retums 
28197.00 10/09/2009 JLG 2SO.00 O.SO 125.00 Research re: removal of manager or memberfnorn LLC 
28197.00 10/09/2009 JLG 250.00 0.90 225.00 Further prepare opposition to Starkey's motion for permissive appeal 
28197.00 10/09/2009 JLG 250.00 0.50 125.00 Preparation of affidavit of Skyler Proctor re: Starkey's tax retums 
28197.00 10/09/2009 JLG 250.00 0.20 50.00 Review of notice of hearing on Starkey's motion for permissive appeal 
28197.00 10/1212009 JLG 250.00 0.30 75.00 Revise affidavit of Skyler Proctor in support of opposition to Starkey's motion 
for protective order re: tax returns 
28197.00 10/1212009 JLG 250.00 0.20 50.00 Email to Skyler Proctor re: affidavit concernin9 Starkey's tax returns 
28197.00 10/1212009 JLG 250.00 020 50.00 Review of email from Skyler Proctor re: affidavit conceming Starkey's tax 
retums 
28197.00 10/12/2009 JLG 250.00 1.80 450.00 Research re: copyright ownership and dismissal of infringement claim against 
co-owner 
28197.00 1011212009 JLG 250.00 1.50 375.00 Further prepare opposition to Starkey's motion for permissive appeal 
28197.00 10/13/2009 JLG 250.00 1.80 4SO.00 Further research re: copyright ownership and preclusion of lawsuit for 
copyright infringement against co-owner 
28197.00 10/13/2009 JLG 250.00 1.30 325.00 Further prepare opposition to Starkey's motion for permissive appeal 
28197.00 10/13/2009 JLG 250.00 1.50 375.00 Preparation of opposition to Starkey's motion for protective order to preclude 
production of his tax returns 
28197.00 10/14/2009 JLG 250.00 0.40 100.00 Telephone conference with David Richards re: opposition to Starkey's 
permissive appeal and protective order for taxes 
28197.00 10/14/2009 JLG 250.00 0.70 175.00 Preparation of affidavits of David Richards in opposition to motion for 
permissive appeal and oppoSition to protective order 
28197.00 10/14/2009 JLG 250.00 0.70 1 i414 Preparation of opposition to motion for protective order 
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28197.00 10/1412009 JLG 250.00 1.00 250.00 Preparation of reply memorandum in support of motion to remand from 
federal court 
28197.00 10114/2009 JLG 250.00 0.50 125.00 Preparation of reply memorandum in support of motion to stay Starkey's 
request for Injunctive order 
28197.00 10/18/2009 JLG 250.00 0.50 125.00 Receive and review website photos and printouts from David Posg 
28197.00 10/1812009 JLG 250.00 0.40 100.00 Preparation of affidavit of David Poag in support of motion to dismiss federal 
case 
28197.00 10/1912009 JLG 250.00 0.90 225.00 Revise and final opposition to Starkey's motion for permissive appeal 
28197.00 10/19/2009 JLG 250.00 0.80 200.00 Revise and file opposition to Starkey's motion for protective order re: tax 
returns 
28197.00 10/1912009 JLG 250.00 0.70 175.00 Revise and final memoranda in support of federal court motions to dismiss. 
for stay and for remand to state court 
28197.00 10/2012009 JLG 250.00 0.30 75.00 Revise discovery to Starkey re: prodUCing computer 
28197.00 10/20/2009 JLG 250.00 0.20 SO.OO Review of Clerk's notice of appeal 
28197.00 10120/2009 JLG 250.00 0.10 25.00 Preparation of corrections to Clerk's notice of appeal 
28197.00 1012012009 JLG 250.00 0.20 50.00 Review of order from Idaho Supreme Court suspending appeal until final 
judgment is entered 
28197.00 10120/2009 JLG 250.00 0.10 25.00 Correspondence to Dave Richards re: suspension of appeal 
28197.00 1012112009 JLG 250.00 0.30 75.00 Revise reply memorandum in support of motion to dismiss 
28197.00 10/2312009 JLG 250.00 0.20 SO.OO Review emails from Dave Posg re: affidavit 
28197.00 10/2312009 JLG 250.00 0.20 50.00 Review Dave Poag's affidaVit 
28197.00 10/2612009 JLG 250.00 1.40 350.00 Prepare tor and attend hearing on motion to amend complaint, motion to 
compel and Starkey's motion for permissive appeal and protective order 
28197.00 10/2612009 JLG 250.00 0.20 SO.OO Telephone conference with Dave Richards re: what transpired at the hearing 
28197.00 10/2712009 SF 250.00 0.70 175.00 Draft stipulation for protective order 
28197.00 10/27/2009 SF 250.00 0.20 50.00 Preparation of protective order 
28197.00 10/27/2009 SF 250.00 0.10 25.00 Correspondence to Starkey re: stipulation for protective order and protective 
order 
28197.00 10129/2009 JLG 250.00 0.50 125.00 Review of interrogatories from Randy Starkey 
28197.00 10/2912009 JLG 250.00 0.20 50.00 Correspondence to Dave Richards re: interrogatories from Starkey and 
responding to the interrogatOries 
28197.00 11/0312009 JLG 250.00 0.60 1SO.OO Research statutes re: dissolution of limited IlabHity company 
28197.00 11/0412009 JLG 250.00 0.50 125.00 Review of Starkey's motion for permissive appeal 
28197.00 11/04/2009 JLG 2SO.00 0.30 75.00 Prepare memorandum opposing Starkey's motion for permissive appeal 
28197.00 11/04/2009 JLG 250.00 0.20 SO.OO Review of Starkey's petition for dissolution 
28197.00 11/0412009 JLG 250.00 0.50 125.00 Preparation of motion for special appearance, to change venue and to dismiss 
petition for dissolution 
28197.00 11/04/2009 JLG 250.00 1.60 400.00 Conference with Dave Richards to prepare responses to Starkey's discovery 
requests and discussion of strategy re: peliticn for dissotution 
28197.00 11/07/2009 JLG 250.00 1.40 350.00 Research re: change of venue and motion to dismiss for lack of sufficient 
service of process 
28197.00 11/07/2009 JLG 250.00 2.00 SOO.OO Preparation of memorandum in support of motion to dismiss petition for 
dissotution in Ada County 
28197.00 11/07/2009 JLG 250.00 0.10 25.00 Telephone conference with Dave Richards re: motion to dismiss petition in 
Ada County 
28197.00 11/07/2009 JLG 250.00 0.80 200.00 Revise memorandum in opposition to Starkey's motion before the Idaho 
Supreme Court for permission to appeal 
28197.00 11/09/2009 JLG 250.00 0.20 50.00 Review of notice from Idaho Supreme Court re: Starkey's motion for 
permissive appeal 
28197.00 11/09/2009 JLG 250.00 0.20 SO.OO Telephone conference with Dave Richards re: affidavit in opposition to 
Starkey's petition to dissolve Minor Miracle 
28197.00 11/09/2009 JLG 250.00 0.20 50.00 Review of Skyler Proctor's email re: Starkey coercing actors not to have 
contract and not to tell Dave about it 
28197.00 11/0912009 JLG 250.00 0.60 150.00 Further prepare memorandum in opposition to Starkey's petition to dissolve 
Minor Miracle 
28197.00 11/09/2009 JLG 2SO.00 0.90 225.00 Revise memorandum in opposition to Starkey's motion for permissive appeal 
28197.00 11/0912009 JLG 250.00 0.20 50.00 Telephone conference with Dave Richards re: Proctors preparing statement 
against Starkey 
28197.00 11/10/2009 JLG 250.00 1.50 375.00 Conference with Dave Richards to sign affidaVit in opposition to petition to 
dissolve Minor Miracle and revise discovery responses to Starkey's discovery 
28197.00 11/11/2009 JLG 250.00 0.50 125.00 Revise and final pleadings on motion to dismiss petition in Ada County and 
opposition to motion for permissive appeal to Idaho Supreme Court 
28197.00 11/17/2009 EK 250.00 0.20 50.00 Draft notice of intent to take default 
28197.00 11/2012009 JLG 2SO.00 0.50 125.00 Conference with Dave Richards to finalize discovery responses and status of 
cases 
28197.00 11/20/2009 JLG 250.00 0.30 75.00 Preparation of answer to Starkey's amended counterclaim 
28197.00 11/24/2009 JLG 250.00 0.30 75.00 Review of Supreme Court's decision denying Starkey's motion for permissive 
appeal 
28197.00 11/24/2009 JLG 250.00 0.20 50.00 Correspondence to Dave Richards with a copy of the Supreme Court's denial 
of Starkey's motion for permissive appeal 
28197.00 12/0212009 JLG 250.00 0.20 50.00 Correspondence to Dave Richards re: Starkey's amended answer and 
discovery responses 
28197.00 12114/2009 JLG 250.00 1.10 275.00 Receive and review Starkey's motion to change venue from Bannock County 
and motion to unseal affidavits 
28197.00 12/14/2009 JLG 250.00 0.20 50.00 Correspondence to client re: Starkey's motion to change venue and unseal 
affidavits 
28197.00 12121/2009 JLG 250.00 0.40 100.00 Telephone conference with Dave Richards re: Starkey's deficient discovery 
responses 
28197.00 12/21/2009 JLG 250.00 0.40 1(415 Prenar.::lfinn nf rnt::"nnr"!'3nri ......... ........ ---:--- ..... 
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Ada County 
28197.00 12121/2009 JLG 250.00 0.30 75.00 Preparation of memorandum opposing Starkey's motion to unseal records 
28197.00 1212212009 JLG 2S0.00 O.SO 12S.00 Further prepare opposition to Starkey's motion to change venue 
28197.00 12/2212009 JLG 250.00 0.20 SO.OO Further prepare opposition to Starkey's motion to unseal affidavits 
28197.00 1212912009 JLG 250.00 0.20 SO.OO Telephone conference with Dave Richards re: sending letter to Slarkey 
concerning deficient discovery responses and hearing in Ada County 
28197.00 01/06/2010 JLG 2S0.00 1.80 4S0.00 Preparation of reply brief in support of motion to dismiss Ada county case 
28197.00 01/1312010 JLG 2S0.00 7.00 17SO.00 Travel to and from Boise for hearing on motion to dismiss and change venue 
28197.00 01/1312010 JLG 250.00 1.00 2S0.00 Prepare for and attend hearing on motion to change venue and motion to 
dismiss 
28197.00 01/1412010 JLG 250.00 0.30 7S.00 Telephone conference with client re: motion to compel against Starkey for tax 
returns, receipts and contracts 
28197.00 01/31/2010 JLG 2S0.00 0.50 12S.00 Revise motion to compel 
28197.00 02/0212010 JLG 2S0.00 0.20 SO.OO Telephone conference with Dave Richards re: status of case 
28197.00 02103/2010 SF 2S0.00 2.80 700.00 Review our initial discovery requests for deficiencies; Review court's order re: 
deficiencies of 10-30-09; Draft second motion to compel and motion for 
sanctions; Draft affidavit of Javier L Gabiola in support thereof; Draft note of 
issue and reQUest for trial seUing 
28197.00 02/18/2010 JLG 250.00 020 SO.OO Telephone conference with client re: motion to compel 
28197.00 02119/2010 JLG 2S0.00 0.60 1S0.00 Review of affidavit of Sonia Chavez 
28197.00 02/19/2010 JLG 2S0.00 0.30 7S.00 Review file to prepare motion to compel 
28197.00 0212212010 JLG 2SO.00 1.30 325.00 Prepare for and attend hearing on client's second motion to compel and 
motion for sanctions 
28197.00 0212212010 JLG 2S0.00 1.S0 37S.00 Conference with Dave Richards re: additional documents, statements from 
cast members and witnesses, and deposition of Randy Starkey 
28197.00 0212212010 JLG 2S0.00 0.70 17S.00 Preparation of order granting motion to compel and for sanctions 
28197.00 0212212010 JLG 250.00 O.SO 12S.00 Preparation of affidavit for costs and fees re: motion to compel and for 
sanctions 
28197.00 02123/2010 JLG 2S0.00 0.20 SO.OO Correspondence to Randy Starkey re: deposition dates 
28197.00 03/0312010 JLG 2S0.00 0.30 7S.00 Telephone conference with client re: deposition of Starkey and court's order 
awarding sanctions against Starkey 
28197.00 03/09/2010 JLG 2S0.00 0.30 7S.00 Review of affidavits from Randy Starkey re: perjury, witness tampering and 
obstruction of discovery 
28197.00 03/09/2010 JLG 2S0.00 0.20 SO.OO Correspondence to Dave Richards re: Starkey's affidavits 
28197.00 0311212010 JLG 2S0.00 0.70 17S.00 Telephone conference with Dave Richards re: Starkey's affidavit re: libel, 
obstruction of justice and deposition of Starkey 
28197.00 03/13/2010 JLG 250.00 O.SO 12S.00 Further review Randy Starkey's affidavit filed in federal court re: libel, 
discovery abuse and obstruction of discovery 
28197.00 03/1312010 JLG 2S0.00 1.S0 37S.00 Preparation of motion for preliminary injunction against Randy Starkey 
28197.00 0312412010 JLG 250.00 1.00 2SO.00 Conference with client to prepare for deposition of Randy Starkey 
28197.00 04/01/2010 JLG 250.00 1.50 37S.00 Preparation of exhibits for Starkey deposition 
28197.00 04/0212010 JLG 2S0.00 1.70 42S.00 Further prepare and review exhibits for Starkey deposition 
28197.00 04/02/2010 JLG 2S0.00 0.60 150.00 Telephone conference with Dave Richards re: exhibits and questions for 
Starkey deposition 
28197.00 04/03/2010 JLG 250.00 2.00 SOO.OO Further prepare and review exhibits and outlines for Starkey deposition 
28197.00 04/04/2010 JLG 250.00 S.80 14S0.00 Further review emaits, pleadings and affidavits to prepare outlines and 
exhibits for Starkey deposition 
28197.00 04/0512010 JLG 250.00 1.S0 37S.00 Further preparation for deposition of Randy Starkey 
28197.00 04/1212010 JLG 2S0.00 0.30 75.00 Preparation of motion for sanctions for Starkey falling to appear for depOSition 
28197.00 OS/17/2010 JLG 250.00 0.30 7S.00 Attend healing on motions for sanctions 
28197.00 0511712010 JLG 2S0.00 0.30 7S.00 Conference with client re: hearing and federal case 
28197.00 0511712010 JLG 250.00 0.20 50.00 Correspondence to Judge Winmill re: status of federal case 
28197.00 06116/2010 JLG 250.00 0.30 75.00 Preparation of motion for judgment on pleadings 
28197.00 0710812010 JLG 2S0.00 0.40 100.00 Receive and review order from federal court dismissing complaint of Randy 
Starkey for failure to properly serve summons and complaint 
28197.00 07108/2010 JLG 2S0.00 0.20 SO.OO Telephone conference with Dave Richards re: federal court's decision and 
procedure in state court action 
28197.00 07/21/2010 JLG 2S0.00 0.50 125.00 Telephone conference with Dave Richards re: status of case, hearing on 
motion for judgment on the pleadings, appeal and collection process in 
Tennessee 
28197.00 07/21/2010 JLG 250.00 0.40 100.00 Review Starkey's objection to motion for judgment on the pleadings 
28197.00 07/21/2010 JLG 2S0.00 1.60 400.00 Preparation of reply memorandum in support of motion for judgment on the 
pleadings 
28197.00 07123/2010 JLG 250.00 0.50 12S.00 Revise judgment on motion for pleadings 
28197.00 07/23/2010 JLG 2S0.00 0.50 12S.00 Telephone conference with Dave Richards re: reply memorandum in support 
of motion for judgment on the pleadings 
28197.00 07124/2010 JLG 2S0.00 O.SO 125.00 2 Telephone conferences with Dave Richards re: revisions to proposed order 
granting judgment on pleadings 
28197.00 07/26/2010 JLG 250.00 0.60 150.00 Preparation for hearing on motion for judgment on pleadings 
28197.00 07/26/2010 JLG 250.00 0.20 SO.OO Telephone conference with Dave Richards re: revisions to order 
28197.00 07/27/2010 JLG 2S0.00 0.20 50.00 Revise proposed order on judgment on the pleadings 
28197.00 07/28/2010 JLG 250.00 O.SO 12S.00 Research re: motion to dismiss Starkey's copyright claims and infringement 
being banred by statute of limitations 
Subtotal'for;Fees Billable 181.75 45437.50 
28197.00 09/23/2008 GLC 88.00 Ck #22431 to Bannock County Clerk, File Complaint 
28197.00 10/23/2008 GLC 41.48 Ck #22621 to UPS, Priority to l.arry Woxencraft 
28197.00 11/05/2008 GLC ~16 Ck #22689 to I "",,,I;:,,,nl .. ,, D.~~~~~ c __ . ___ ~-- . 
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28197.00 08/31/2009 GLC 0.100 25.60 Photocopying Expense (256 pages @ $.10/page) 
28197.00 09/09/2009 GLC 25.00 Ck #24503 to Lexis Nexis, Online Legal Research 
28197.00 09/09/2009 GLC 5.20 Postage 
28197.00 09/09/2009 GLC 1.22 Postage 
28197.00 09/09/2009 GLC 0.100 25.00 Photocopying Expense (250 pages @ $.10/page) 
28197.00 09/09/2009 GLC 0.100 2.00 Photocopying Expense (20 pages @ $.1 O/page) 
28197.00 09/18/2009 GLC 4.95 Postage 
28197.00 09/1812009 GLC 0.100 15.80 Photocopying Expense (158 pages @ $.1 O/page) 
28197.00 09/2212009 GLC 26.84 Ck #24571 to UPS, Priority to Randy Starkey 
28197.00 09/2212009 GLC 24.47 Ck #24571 to UPS, Priority to Randy Starkey 
28197.00 09/2212009 GLC 26.58 Ck #24571 to UPS, Priority to Randy Starkey 
28197.00 10/1512009 GLC 27.25 Ck #24664 to Credit Card, Postage 
28197.00 10/21/2009 GLC 1.32 Postage 
28197.00 10/21/2009 GLC 0.100 1.40 Photocopying Expense (14 pages@$.101page) 
28197.00 10/2212009 GLC 25.00 Ck #24713 to Lexis Nexis, Online Legal Research 
28197.00 10/2312009 GLC 2.07 Postage 
28197.00 10/23/2009 GLC 0.100 4.60 Photocopying Expense (46 pages @ $.101page) 
28197.00 10/30/2009 GLC 24.71 Ck #24n1 to UPS, Priority to Randy Starkey 
28197.00 10/30/2009 GLC 27.09 Ck #24n1 to UPS, Priority to Randy Starkey 
28197.00 11/1012009 GLC 25.00 Ck #24820 to Lexis Nexis, Online Legal Research 
28197.00 11/1012009 GLC 0.61 Postage 
28197.00 11/10/2009 GLC 0.100 1.40 Photocopying Expense (14 pages @ $. 1 O/page) 
28197.00 11/1112009 GLC 58.00 Ck #24793 to Ada County Clerk, File notice of appearance 
28197.00 11/12/2009 GLC 9.00 Ck #24794 to Bannock County Clerk, File change of venue 
28197.00 11/1212009 GLC 4.95 Postage 
28197.00 11/1212009 GLC 0.100 28.60 Photocopying Expense (286 pages @ $.10/page) 
28197.00 11/1212009 GLC 1.000 2.00 Copies of 2 DVDs 
28197.00 11/23/2009 GLC 14.39 Ck #24870 to UPS, priority to Ada County Courthouse 
28197.00 11/23/2009 GLC 14.39 Ck #24870 to UPS, priority to Ada County Courthouse - Judge Williamson 
28197.00 1112312009 GLC 34.02 Ck #24870 to UPS, priority to Idaho Supreme Court 
28197.00 11/2312009 GLC 24.06 Ck #24870 to UPS, priority to Randy Starkey 
28197.00 11/30/2009 GLC 0.44 Postage 
28197.00 11/3012009 GLC 0.100 40.00 Photocopying Expense (400 pages @ $.10/page) 
28197.00 1210812009 GLC 0.78 Postage 
28197.00 1210812009 GLC 0.100 1.90 Photocopying Expense (19 pages @ $. 1 O/page) 
28197.00 12110/2009 GLC 2.41 Postage 
28197.00 12110/2009 GLC 0.100 4.00 Photocopying Expense (40 pages @ $. 1 O/page) 
28197.00 12/10/2009 GLC 1.000 1.00 1 DVD duplication 
28197.00 12117/2009 GLC 25.00 Ck #25010 to LexisNexis, Online Legal Research 
28197.00 12117/2009 GLC 12.12 Ck #25022 to UPS, Priority to Randy Starkey 
28197.00 12121/2009 GLC 0.100 3.20 Photocopying Expense (32 pages @ :S.10/page) 
28197.00 1212212009 GLC 10.Q1 Postage 
28197.00 01/05/2010 GLC 0.88 Postage 
28197.00 01/0512010 GLC 0.100 0.40 Photocopying Expense (4 pages @$.101page) 
28197.00 01/2212010 JLG 0.500 240.00 Ck #25236, Mileage to Boise for hearing (480 miles @ $.50/mlie) 
28197.00 01/2212010 GLC 28.94 Ck #25243 to UPS, Priority to Randy Starkey 
28197.00 02/0312010 GLC 8.65 Postage 
28197.00 02103/2010 GLC 0.100 21.80 Photocopying Expense (218 pages @ $.101page) 
28197.00 02/17/2010 GLC 26.50 Ck #25381 to UPS, Priority to Randy Starkey 
28197.00 03105/2010 GLC 27.11 Ck #25454 to UPS, Priority to Randy Starkey 
28197.00 03/05/2010 GLC 6.44 Ck #25454 to UPS, Priority to Debbie Naff 
28197.00 07/0212010 GLC 2.44 Postage 
28197.00 07/0212010 GLC 0.100 3.20 Photocopying Expense (32 pages @ $. 1 O/page) 
sutitotal'for;lEXpenses Billable 0.00 1204.22 
28197.00 09/1812008 1 625.00 Regular payment, thank you, Hayley Richards 
28197.00 10/1612008 2 1350.50 Regular payment, thank you, David Richards 
28197.00 12/19/2008 3 136.48 Regular payment, thank you, David Richards 
28197.00 0311212009 200.00 Regular payment, thank you, David Richards 
28197.00 04120/2009 6 1800.00 Regular payment, thank you, David Richards 
28197.00 05/26/2009 7 100.00 Regular payriient, thank you, Dave Richards 
28197.00 06/16/2009 8 550.00 Regular payment, thank you, David Richards 
28197.00 07/23/2009 9 725.00 Regular payment, thank you, Dave Richards 
28197.00 08/25/2009 10 50.00 Regular payment, thank you, David Richards 
28197.00 09/2212009 11 4825.60 Regular payment, thank you, David Richards 
28197.00 10/26/2009 12 13332.06 Regular payment, thank you, David Richards 
28197.00 11/24/2009 13 6938.44 Regular payment, thank you, David Richards 
28197.00 12129/2009 14 3706.86 Regular payment, thank you, David Richards 
28197.00 01/15/2010 15 935.42 Regular payment, thank you, David Richards 
28197.00 02109/2010 16 2920.22 Regular payment, thank you, David Richards 
28197.00 03/16/2010 17 2131.95 Regular payment, thank you, David Richards 
28197.00 04/1312010 18 1158.55 Regular payment, thank you, David Richards 
28197.00 05/17/2010 19 3350.00 Regular payment, thank you, David Richards 
28197.00 06/09/2010 20 200.00 Regular payment, thank you, David Richards 
28197.00 07/26/2010 21 75.00 Regular payment, thank you, Dave Richards 
417 
e: 07129/2010 
Trans 
Client Date 
Sllbtotal:for·RclYments 
jifor'OlieiltnO;;28tt9.'l!OO . 
,.' ". '", . ,-
Stmt# 
Tmkr Rate 
Billable 
Payments 
Billable 
Payments 
Detail Transaction File List 
Cooper & Larsen, Chartered 
to Bill 
0.00 
Amount 
0.00 
45111.08 
46641.72 
45111.08 
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IN THE DISTRICT OF THE SIXTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE STATE OF 
IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF 
MINOR MIRACLE PRODUCTIONS, LLC 
NOTICE 
VS. 
LODGING 
RANDY STARKEY 
DOCKET NO. 
The following transcript(s) in the above-entitled appeal conSisting of 
61 pages was lodged with the District Court Clerk on 
October 15th, 2010: 
1. Hearing held September 14, 2009 
2. Hearing held October 26, 2009 
3. Hearing held February 22, 2010 
4. Hearing held May 17, 2010 
5. Hearing held July 26, 2010 
via: 
( x) Hand-Delivery 
( ) U.S. Mail 
DATED this 15th Day of October, 2010. 
STEPHANIE MORSE, RPR, CSR 
cc: Karel Lehrman and Klondy Loertscher--Idaho Supreme Court/Court 0/ Appeals 
*Electronic copy o/transcript sent to: Diane Cano at dianec@bannockcounty.us 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SIXTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BANNOCK 
MINOR MIRACLE PRODUCTIONS, ) 
LLC, an Idaho Limited Liability Company,) 
) 
Plaintiff/Counterdefendant/ ) 
Respondent, ) 
) 
) Supreme Court No. 36996-2009 
vs. ) 
) 
RANDY STARKEY, ) 
) Clerk's Certificate 
Defenda nt/Counterclaima nt, ) 
Appellant. ) 
--------------------------) RANDY STARKEY, ) 
) 
Third Party Plaintiff, ) 
vs. ) 
) 
DAVID L. RICHARDS, ) 
) 
Third Party Defendant. ) 
--------------------------) 
I, DALE HATCH, Clerk of the District Court of the Sixth Judicial District, of 
the State of Idaho, in and for the County of Bannock, do hereby certify that the 
above and foregoing record in the above-entitled cause was compiled and bound 
under my direction as, and is a true, full, and correct record of the pleadings and 
documents as are automatically required under Rule 28 of the Idaho appellate 
Rules. 
420 
I do further certify that there were no exhibits marked for identification or 
admitted into evidence during the course of this action. 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal 
. I 
of said Court at Pocatello, Idaho, this _~_ day of ~l\L~~~Yvr-\~~Q.10. 
(Seal) 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SIXTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BANNOCK 
MINOR MIRACLE PRODUCTIONS, ) 
LLC, an Idaho Limited Liability Company,) 
) 
PlaintiffjCounterdefendantj ) 
Respondent, ) 
) 
) Supreme Court No. 36996-2009 
vs. ) 
) 
RANDY STARKEY, ) 
) Certificate of Exhibits 
DefendantjCounterc/aimant, ) 
Appellant. ) 
-------------------------) RANDY STARKEY, ) 
) 
Third Party Plaintiff, ) 
vs. ) 
) 
DAVID L. RICHARDS, ) 
) 
Third Party Defendant. ) 
------------------------~) 
I, DALE HATCH, the duly elected, qualified and acting Clerk of the District 
Court of the Sixth Judicial District of the State of Idaho, in and for the County of 
Bannock, do hereby certify that there were no exhibits marked for identification 
and introduced into evidence at trial. The following exhibit will be treated as a 
exhibit in the above and foregoing cause, to wit: 
1. Filed Under Seal filed the 9-9-09. 
a) Affidavit of David L. Richards - Filed Under Seal; 
477 
b) Affidavit of David Poag - Filed Under Seal; 
c) Affidavit of Skyler Proctor - Filed Under Seal; 
d) Affidavit of Javier L. Gabiola - Filed Under Seal; 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal 
of said Court, this the ----::""-- day of --'-=-=-l...II...-'-":::-=~-I 2010. 
(Seal) 
~1>~LE ... HATCH;tfe~~Qe District Court 
\ BanO?<zI{County, ptate Gltldaho 
'". . 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SIXTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BANNOCK 
MINOR MIRACLE PRODUCTIONS, ) 
LLC, an Idaho Limited Liability Company,) 
) 
Plaintiff/Counterdefendant! ) 
Respondent, ) 
) 
) Supreme Court No. 36996-2009 
vs. ) 
) 
RANDY STARKEY, ) Certificate of Service 
) 
Defendant/Counterclaimant, ) 
Appellant. ) 
------------) 
RANDY STARKEY, ) 
) 
Third Party Plaintiff, ) 
vs. ) 
) 
DAVID L. RICHARDS, ) 
) 
Third Party Defendant. ) 
--------------------~) 
I, DALE HATCH, Clerk of the District Court of the Sixth Judicial District, of 
the State of Idaho, in and for the County of Bannock, do hereby certify that I 
have personally served or mailed, by United States mail, one copy of the 
REPORTER'S TRANSCRIPT and CLERK'S RECORD to each of the Attorneys of 
Record in this cause as follows: 
Randy Starkey 
ProSe 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
Javier L. Gabiola 
Cooper&' Larsen, Chartered 
.d?.d 
1014 Street Road P.O. Box 4229 
Kingston Springs, TN 37082 Pocatello, Idaho 83205-4229 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal 
of said Court at Pocatello, Idaho, this __ 
(Seal) 
CERTIFICA TE OF SERVICE 
